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of the cenſure of an officious intermeddler 


in this diſpute, by taking notice of ws 0 things 


exceptionable, which attracted my obfervation 

in Mr. Thomas's little piece. When a perſon 
publiſhes his ſentiments to the world, they 
are of public concern, they immediately ceaſe 


to be his private property, and commence the ; 


property of every man who Has liberty to uſe 
and examine them, whether they be founded 


in, and be compatible with the truth of things. 
In this view of literary property, I preſume 1 


may be. indulged to notice the performance 
which gave occaſion to the ſubject of the following 


ſections, and truſt it ſhall meet with that treat-.) 


ment which ſuch property deſerves from all who 
make it an object of their attention. As far as 
the performance, which I conſider is of a per- 
ſonal nature, for me to interfere with, would be 
impertinent intruſion ; this is properly only 
Mr. Bradford's concern, and muſt be left by 
all to his diſcretion, whether it be worth his 


notice to attend to it ; but what is of general 


aſpect, as bearing hard on the truth itſelf, is 


every one's free attention, and to that ſolely, 


as my place, I wiſh to confine my Ry 
_ Ofweftry, Fuly 6, 1 70g. 


Hope I may ſtand free from the imputation 
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W SECTION. NT 


e law a rule of life to a believer, d: WY 
7 7 es ae Mr. 7. 5. aro | 


T-is acknowledged by the gentleman, whoſe | 
performance is the ſubject of e 
t the law is not held — pleaded for by hi 

or his brethren in connection, in the form * 4 
covenant to acquire juſtification and eternal 
life thereby, but only as a regulating rule off 


conduct that in its former ſhape it has loſt its 


exiſtence, but ſtill maintains its every feature 
in all its lineaments in the latter. In anſwer 
to this, it is queſtioned, What foundation is 
there in the divine oracles (the only guide in 
all religious enquiries) for this ſtale — hack- 
nied diſtinction between the law as a covenant 
and a rule? The ſcriptures furniſh us not with 
the moſt diſtant authority for ſuch a diſtinction. 


Let any one point out where ſuch a diſtinction 


is ſounded in thoſe infallible writings, and the 
75 matter i in debate a” only be Ty up in 
"WM 3 bedience 


4 , 


SELL I 
- Sbedience to ſuch unerring deciſion.” When 
they ſpeak of our deliverance from the law, it 

s not with this partial diſtinction, which evi- 
dently manifeſts it to be of human invention. 
Take the following paſſages for inſtances: We 
are not under the law.” * The law being 
dead in which we were held. T We are 

become dead to the law.“ ? % Whatſoever 
ee the law ſaith, it faith to them that are under 
the law: . which manifeſtly implies, it ſays 
nothing to them that are not under it; and 
that ſome are not under it, the apoſtle in the 
Frſt. quoted proof, bath put it above diſpute; ; 
and that theſe are believers the goſpel is clear. 
Tf ſuch a diſtinction between the law as a cove- 
nant did exiſt, it could not poſſibly be more 
requiſite, and a fairer opportunity could not 
preſent itſelf than here, to guard againſt fo 
momentous a miſtake, ariſing from a want of 
attending to ſuch an important diſtinction, 
when the very point the apoſtle was endea- 

Vouring to eſtabliſh-by the moſt cogent argu- 
ments was our happy deliverance from the law, 
its total abolition in reſpect of us, and we 
% become dead to it by being united to ano- 
** ther, even unto Chriſt.”P On ſuch an oc- 
caſton, it was evident, that it was neceſſary the 
-apoſtle ſhould diſtinguiſh where a difference 

Was to have been' ade ; bat there being oe 
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he made none. When he ſpeaks of our gene- WES. | 
ral diſcharge and FA VIPS. from the law in 7 
the following indefinite terins: we are not, | 
« under the law, being delivered from the law, 
« being dead to the law, and the law being. ( 
% dead to us, he would have added an ex | 
politory clauſe,” ſuch as the general current 

of commentators have done to his words, when 

they give an explanatory meaning of the above 

phra ſes, if ſuch a two-fold diſtinction in the 

law was real. When he uſed the above terms, 

he would, no doubt, have obſerved his mean- 
ing as ſuch, and as Ae * that we are not. 
+ under the law as a covenant, but as a rule; 
that we are delivered from it in its former- 
form, but not in the latter; that as a cove- 
e nant, it is totally annihilated and diſannul- 
led, but as a rule, it retains its full force.“ 
This cautionary explanation is put on the 
apoſtle's phraſes by all commentatots in general, 
which turn the inſpired author would certainly 
have given them, if-there had been any ſoun- 
dation in truth for ſuch a difference, and would 
have rendered the careful caution added by 
our explanators, needleſs. From hence it is. 
abundantly manifeſt, the ſcriptures counte- 
nance no ſuch diſtinction between the law in a 
covenanted form, and a regulating rule of con- 
duct; and if ſuch a diſtinction between it is: 
not ſounded there, it has no real exiſtence in 
the truth of things; but is a difference only 


nen and invented by a pretended regard for. 
„ the 


2 
_ 0 


ha W of holineſs: and hci as if . 

exiſted no other motive to obedience, or any 

other rule of conduct, than the la. £ 
Further, if the law is attended to as a rule, | 


it muſt be ſubmitted to as a covenant; for it 


was never given in any other form; and who- 
ever receives it in the one, muſt abide by it 
In the other. The confequence is inevitable. 
The law will admit of no ſuch ſeparation. For 
whatever purpoſe any man ſhould adopt the 
law, the great Lawg . will treat him, not ac- 
cording; a his — views of it, but ac- 
cording to its own true intent and p e Age 
The hw is an eternal and immutable of 
_ righit, and whoever wiſhes to pay obedience to it, 
muſt regard it in its ſtrict intent, meaning and 
uiſitions. When it was given as a rule, it 
was given alſo at the ſame time, and in inſe- 
Parable connection, as a covenant. What 
God hath joined together,” at and ſince the 
foundation of the world, it is daririg preſump- 
tion at any time for any one © to put aſunder.”. 
The poſition therefore is groundleſs cited from 
the baptiſt circular letter, that the law, as a rule 
of conduct, is ſtill binding, as being the law 
of creation. The law of creation was never 
delivered in any form than a covenanted one, 
and to hold it has ceaſed in that aſpect by the 
introduction of that gracious diſpenſation & ſo- 


vereign merey, which ſucceeded, and was ſub- 


ſtituted in its room, and yet that it maintains 
and boſſeſſes all its Marcs influence and autho- 
ta 
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rity, as a rule. is ſplitting a difference, whers 
the divine law will allow none. 
Beſides, what is a rule? it is a ſtandard of 
imitation. And the rule which is pleaded for, 
as this ſtandard of obedience, is that law, which 
is holy, juſt and good, Where it appears, the 
law is a perfect rule, and if ſo, it is a conclu- 
ſive inference; that it muſt be perfectly obey- 
ved. The copy muſt be anſwerable to the ori- 
ginal, or elſe where is the law honoured ? To 
take in a perfect rule as a model of imitation, 
and pay it but imperfect obedience, is trifling 
with the ſacred code. The obedience muſt. 
tally in the niceſt exactneſs with the divine 
pattern. That a rule be perfect, and a con- 
formity thereto be defective, ſtamps a very de- 
preciating idea of ſuch a rule, Now ho queſ- - 
tion is, is the divine body of precepts a perfect 
rule, or is it not? Does it exact perfect obe- 
dience,. or does it not? Surely, the former 
axiom cannot be denied, and the latter is a 
truth equally as certain, And from whence we 
may now ſurther enquire, do any of thoſe who _ 
adopt the law-as a rule of conduct, obſerve it 
in a correſpondent conformity according to its 
governing principle of the internal movements 
of their hearts, and external deportment of Wy 
their lives? Here it is too glaring in the car- 
Triage of the maſt fiery. zealots for the law, that 
the ſame cannot be ſaid in favour of the per- 

fection of their obedience, as of the perfection 


of the rule itlelk—rather that there remains an 
B 3 * 


. 
infinite diſtance 8 the rule and the nears” 
eſt conformity to it. In ſuch a caſe, what lays 
the law? It will not meet the ſinner half ways 
it will not come a ſingle ſtep of that infinite 
diſtance to an accomodation with human na- 
ture, it will not bend itſelf to the weakneſs and | 
_ frailty of the creature in lowering its terms, or 
admitting a palliative conſtruction to be put on 
its demands,” that God will accept the will 
for the deed, that there is a deſire to keep the 
law, that there is a delight in it after the inward 
man. All theſe are inadmiſſible pleas,” while 

the law is not erformed in kind and in the 

full meaſure 55 its requirements. It is natu- 
rally to be expected, that when the law is 
pleaded for as a rule, that 7 ſuitable obedience 
would be paid it. For, I ſuppoſe it will not 
be ſaid, that the law is leſs ſtrict or extenſive in 
Its imaginary form, as a rule, than that of a 
covenant, did it exiſt in that ſeparate ſtate. 
This modification of the divine law, as ſquar- | 
Ting it with our weakneſs, is taking ſach a li- 
berty with it, that will not be allowed ; and to 
admit it as a governing rule of conduct, bur 
deportment muſt be regulated by it in every 
pufictilio, according to its inward meaning and 
T0 its full extent: and in conſequence of a fail- 
ure thereto, we. become expoſe to its ſanction. 
Therefore it is ben that any ſhould be 
Juch ſtaunch ſticklers for a rule, which not otfe 


honours with his obedience: "When" it is evi- 


dent, HOW dangerous, as well as abſurd, to re- 
ceive 
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ceive the law even as a rule; for it is à real | 


trath, whoever will have to do with the law, 


the law will have to do with them, n 


to its on with; views aud terms. 
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SECTION: K 


; If the ede is free from, the. condemnation + the 


law, conſequeniiy fm the obligation of it, 
proved: Mr, T. 70 allowing hum, diſcharged 
From it in the former, but not in the Lg 
Ces of view: p. 29. 8 

F a kindred error to that which v was 9 


prefeiit one; each being founded on falſe 
Ay uke pal eindhples Here is another as 


undue diſtinction made, às in the laſt caſe; and 


the one as indefenſible on ſcripture- grounds 


as the other, both names bo maniſeſt xr pra 


dabn, 754-0901 þ 


That we are nbc the obligatory: Dower) of 
the divine law is tacſtly and implicatively-ac- 
knowledged, by pleading for it, as à rule of 


life: that we are free from its damnatory influ- 


ence, is readily allowed. The grounds ſor this 
diſtinction are as foundationleſs, as that which 
nicely diſtinguiſhes between the law as a cove- 
nant and a rule, the latter binding, andthe 
former abrogated. In the reaſon of the ſerip- 


e of things, what authority for ſuch a 
| - diſtinction 
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dered in the former ſection, is that of the 
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[ER 
digis gion bene ſo- ſtrenuouſly pleaded for? 
Here is ſeparating an idea, which muſt be inſe- 


parately connected. For if we are under the 
commanding. power of the law, we are unavoid- 


ably under the condemning power of it: and 
if we are free from the condemnation of the 
law, we mult be free from the obligation to it. 

A feparation here is extremely injudicious, and 


throws things into manifeſt diſorder and con- 
fuſion. In ſuch groſs abſurdities are they in- 


volved here i is a lay: which commands, but 
which has no power to condemn. Here is no 
condemnation to be inflicted for a violation of 


a law, but which commands with all the au- 


thoritative power conceiveable- With the con- 
demning power of the law, its commanding 
power mult be indiſſolubly connected; and 
where the one influences, the other is forcible. - 
[If obligation to the divine code is admitted, 


condemnation muſt have place. If the former 


is adopted, the latter cannot be excluded: and 


where the damning nature of the law is remo- 


ved, it loſes its commanding influence with it; 
they muſt ſtand or fall together. And when a 
man regulates his conduct upon a principle, 
becauſe the law commands him to obedience, 
he muſt obey. the law in all its preceptive form, 


make it his ſtandard of duty, and his life muſt 


be a perfect tranſcript of the rule, as that rule 
is a perfect one; and wherever he fails in a 

ſuitable correſpondence to the model propaled 

| op the * of manners, he muſt incur the 


nalty 
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nalty anoened and be leſt abandoned, chile 

bving under the law, to remedileſs condemna- 
tion. The -plea is unavailing, that believers. 
do not attend to'the-commandmg authority of 
the law to {eek eternal life thereby, but only as 
a rule of condud& to walk by. This: is an hu- 
man modification of the divine law. If the 
obligatory power of the law be allowed 28 requi- 
fite to govern our conduct, and is attended to 
by any one, as the governing authority of his 
deportment, he muſt attend to it according to 


its preceptive influence, and: not according to 
ſuch an intent and purpoſe, and in ſuch a ſenſe 
and view as he means it: and ſince ſuch an one 
places himſelf under the commanding power of 


the law, even in his own-view of it, by ſo doiſig 
he admits the law to have ſome kind of au- 
thority over him: and while he allows. it 


in that light. or in any other, and cannot be- 


believe it totally done away, and fully anſwer- 
ed in the obedience and perſon of his glorious 


ſurety, Jeſus Chriſt; the law. will treat with him 1 
according to its on terms, nature and deſign: : 


and if he be à tranſgreſſor of the law. muſt in- 


evitably fall under the curſe. The law knows 


but one invariable line of things. This chain 


ol reaſoning is not of an abſtract, metaphyſical 


kind, the flights of fancy, or a ſentimental no- 
tion of a party, but has the written word of God 
for its authority and foundation. The: ſeri 

tures connect the command and curſe of the a, 


as an a inſeparable od As many as a 1 
| EE. 


= of the works of the law, ſay they, are un- 


Cc 8 ) 


der the curſe. Curſed are they that continue 
not in all things, which are written in the book 
© of the law to do them.“ * I am not un- 


"conſcious what kind of reply will be made to 


this: that the curſe belongs to all who. ſeek for 


juſtification and life by the works of the law, 


and who fail in diſcharging the ſtipulated, con- 
ditionary terms: that in this ſenſe the law is 
not held or ſupported ; and that the apoſtle is 
only ſpeaking of the abſolute impracticability 
of, obtaining acceptance with the Deity. by 


the works of the law, that as many as adopt 
that abſurd plan, are under the curſe from the. 


want of an anſwerable and uniterrupted perfor- 
mance-of all things written in the law: that the: 
apoſtle has no excluſive idea in all his reaſon- 
ing ofthe law, as a rule of liſe or conduct. Io 
this may I be permitted to reply in my turn, 
that when the apoſtle excludes the law in the 
capital point of juſtification; what authority 
can be produced, that he means to reſerve it, 

as à rule: for believers to govern their deport- 
ment by? if the apoſtle's language and argu- 
ments be attended.to according to his obvious, 
meaning, and. weighed and conſidered, diveſt- 
ed of any preconceived prejudice, it is very 
evident that every one who pretends to regulate 
his life and conduct by the law upon its autbo- 
ritative command, muſt fall under ils con- 


* 8 
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demning 


$: #6: 
ade power by reaſon of only a partial and” 
defective obedience to it. Ihe phraſe made uſe 
of by the apoſtle, ** as many as are of the works 
of the law, clearly means, as many as do 


the works of the Jaw-in obedience to its govern- 


ing authority, are truly and abſolutely under 
the curſe: and the reaſon alligned is, becauſe 
a. continued, unremitted, univerſal obedience 
is not paid to its preceptive ſanction. If obe- 
dience is paid to the law, becauſe the law com- 
mands it, it muſt be even as the law com- 
mands it: or elſe here is a maniſeſt rebellion 
to the divine law, and denying in the ſtrong- 
eſt terins the commanding power of it, to 
which ſuch pretended regard is apparently 
made: and authority more than human hath 
aſſured us, to whoſe authority, every human 
notion muſt be facrified and fall to the ground, 
as Dagon before the ark, that they are curſed, 
*« who continue not in all things which are writ- 
© ten in the bock of the law to do them *..;, 

Another argument of weight in this impor- 
tant matter, is the confideration of what our di- 
vine and 1ncarnate — hath done and ſuf- 
fered for ſinners that believe in his name. It 
may be aſked how was the curſe of the law re- 
moved? by the Lord Jeſus Chrift, ſuffering 
the penalty to a broken law. And if it be al- 
lowed, that he diſcharged the preceptive equal- 
"_ as bs penal part of The law by his. — 
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Ss the latter by bis paſſive righteouſneſs, the 


queſtion on that principle has no ſmall degree 
of force in it, why muſt the commanding pow- 
of the law controul the conſcience and cadet 
of a believer, when our glorious and gracious 


Redeemer hath releaſed him from it, by an- 


ſwering it tally in every tittle, in his ſpotleſs 
life, as he hath cleared him from the condemn- 
ing influence of it his meritorious death? 
Can any oſtenſible reaſon be given, why one 
hould be removed, while the other ſhould re- 
main in full force, as peremptory in its com- 


"winds," as extenſive in its precepts; when the 


divine ſurety hath attended to the law in both 
points of view alike, and magnified and made 
it honourable by his active and paſſive obedi- 
ence? ? It ought to be conſidered, and is ſo by 

ery one who fee the truth, that the law in 


5 every form of it is aboliſhed; that if its penal 


ty is taken away, ſo likewiſe muſt its binding 
authority be deſtroyed with it when our al- 
mighty and complete ſubſtitute duly anſwered 


them both. It caſts contempt and argues im- 


erfection and inſufficiency in the work of our 
exalted head, not to receive theſe two impor- 
tant points in equal force and extent. From 
the preceding view of things, which is the 
medium in which divine truth preſents them, 


Fit appears that all who hold the | commanding 


| | 


influence of the law upon their life and conſci- 
ence, are evidently under the curſe; and that 
if we are free from condemnation by it, we 


5a oo be ſet tree from obligation to it. 
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S ECT TOR III. 


The definition of the moral law confillered as in- 
proper and e as cwen by Mr. x, 50 
2 18. - of 

HE moral Jaw,” as defined by the Tory | 
thren in connection with the gentle- 
man, whoſe performance is the ſubje& 


of enquiry, /**, conſiſts of all the preceptive part 


{ of the decalogue or ten commandments, with 
every thing elſe of the ſame nature, that is 
e diſcoverable by reaſon, or revealed in ſcrip- 
ture.“ To this Mr. T. adds in his own words, 
this includes every divine command in the 
bible, or any thing of the ſame nature, that 
may juſtly be deduced from it. Where a 
diſtinction ought to be obſerved, none is made; 
and where no diſtinction was rogue, one is 
unneceſſarily invented. 

The foregoing definition of the 15 is fo 
exceedingly looſe and confuſed, that it jumbles 
and confounds every command. and exhorta- 


tion of the new teſtament to be of the ſame 


nature, as directed to the ſame end, as reſult- 
ing from the ſame principles, and guarded by 
the ſame ſanction as the law, when it is very 
evident there is a vaſt variety of exhortatiens 
in the divine writings, of an evangelical na- 
e, clothed in a — form of ae 


„ eis. 
C which 
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Which are totally unknown to the law of the 
ten commandments,  fugh-as ** repent and be- 
lieve the golpel.' * «© Come.unto me, &c; 
Which preceptive ſorms of expreſſion wear 
more the pleaſing appearance of graciqus invi- 
tations, and uncontined privilege of doing the 
things exhorted to, than the authoritative com- 
mand to do duties out of our-power to perform, 
which is the peremptory nature of — original 
ſyſtem and conſtitution of things, which'is the 
law. It is alſo allowed, that many duties and 
performances in the new teſtament, binding 
upon the conduct of the children thereof, are 
the ſame,” as to the outward and eternal act 
of them, as thoſe of the law itſelf.” But the 
whole of thoſe duties, as urged in the new 
teſtament, are practicable in themſelves, by all 
gpon whom they are binding, are ſuited to our 
_ weakneſs'and infirmities, are not meaſured by 
the degree of affection they are-performed, but 
by the principle of the truth of God, be- 
lieved in the goſpel, and are only deſigned as 
regulating 13 of our conduct and deportmeyt 
of life. Neither do they extend their influ- 
ence to the excluſion or extinction of every un- 
ruly thought,” irregular defire,'or every riſing 
corruption, over which we have no ſuch con- 
trouling power, or paſs an act of condemnation 
upon us, where we fail, at any time, through 
ou r preſent weakneſs, in the ataxia of 2 
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e of bur ilteren duties. But ſuch is the kirk 
tuality of the divine law that condemiis every 
thing of that fort as eriminal;' whether allowed 
or unallowed; admits of no ſoftening terms or 
mitigating conſtruction. Neither & it from 4 
principle of any perſuaſion that the law has 
any autliority over: the new teſtament-chil- 
dren, that any one of them performs ati duties 
or obedience; that tend to the regulation of his | 
life and manners. It is not becduſe tlie law 
commands them, he does them; he loves God; 
but it is not becauſe the law enjoins him; in- 
deed, the believer perceives that he cannot, and 
knows that he is not called as a believer in Jeſus 
Chriſt, to love God in that character the Jaw 
exhibits him, which is am abſolute Deity, re- 
quiring our love to him iti the ſapremeſt de- 
gree, in the pureſt affection, as the baſis, the 
very foundation of his love to us. The goſpet 
inverts this order: It lays the fovereigh love 
* of God in the promiſes, blood, and righteonf- 
8 neſs of Jeſus, as the foundation of à ſinner's 
hope, believing in them, and from whence the. 
believer's love, as the effect of that, refults and 
ariſes according to the apoſtle's axtom, ** we 
love him, becauſe he firſt loved us.“ * "Theſe 
arguments fully and plainly/evince, that the 
definition of the moral law, including every 
thing of a precoptive nature, be it in the law 


or in the goſpel, is exceedirighy vague and id N 
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accurate, according to the revelation of tha 
divine will. It is an huddled: confuſion of 
botk law and golpel, to the obvious diſtinction 
of neither, when each {hould ſtrictly keep its 
' reſpective place. It may be argued with as 

1 great propriety, that the Jaws of every nation 

or kingdom upon earth are included in the laws 

of England, as the law of Moſes i is included in, 
| the a of Chriſt. 

Baut ſince theſe gentlemens definition of the 
moral law is ſo looſe. and indeterminate, it. 
may be deſired to be known what is the moral 

law? and here we will confine it, as it ought, 
to its own peculiar ſyſtem : that it is that di- 
vine code, or body of precepts contained in the 
decalogue, or ten commandments, guarded by 
the ſanction of life or death to the performer. 
or tranſgreſſor thereof. Lo deviate from this 
definition of it, is leading our views and ideas 
from it to a ſomething elfe, which is to be in- 
volved in it, which is totally ſeparate from it,, 
and independant of it, as allo unconnected. 


with * 


eee 
eo N N. 
The paſſages of the new teſtament, which are re- 
ferred to by Mr. T. as retaining the law in- 
- the ſenſe pleaded for, as a rule, viewed as to. 
, Their true meaning and intent. 

Enext object which Aer itſelf worth * 
obſervation in Mr. T. 's performance, is 
the conſideration of thoſe pabagen which he ad- 
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verts'to in the new teſtament, in defence of the 
law, as ſtill in force as a rule of conduct. Let 
the firſt of theſe paſſages, which we would con- 
ſider, be that ſ poken by our Lord,* and which 
Mr. T. inſinuates is eſtabliſhed there by our 
Saviour, as a directory rule of conduct. f And 
here may we view what gave occaſion to our 
Lord's obſervations in. the paſſage under con- 
ſideration, when it will appear clear in what 
ſenſe they are underſtood. A ſubtle, profound 


view, addreſſes our Lord thus: * Maſter, 
© which is the great commandment in the 
© law? And Jeſus ſaid unto him, thou 
* {halt love the Lord thy 
* heart, and with all thy foul, and with all 


expolitor of the law, with a very * aſs 


God with all thy [ 


* thy mind.“ This is the firſt and great com- 
++ mandment; and the ſecond is like unto-it, 
thou thalt love thy neighbour as thyſelf.” 
To-which our Lord adds, on theſe two com- 
** mandments hang all the law and the pro- 
{+ phets.” Where Joes it here appear, in the 
{imple connection of the paſſage, that our Lord 
intimated the moſt diſtant implication that he 
intended thoſe. duties, as commanded by the 
law, as indiſpenſably incumbent on his fol- 
lowers? He anſwered the inquiſitive lawyer's 
enquiry according to the purport of it; ob{er- 
ving, that every command of the decalogue was 
included or deducible from thoſe two leading 


—_—— 


Muh. Kii. 2 Us 1 page 19. 


52 C 3 | ones, 


* 


* 


. = — — 2 
- — 7 - » 8 
—2—⁵˙—⁵B. 6 — — oo + oO 
—— — ie — 


(26 9 


ones, of love to God, and love to man, That 


were theſe two grand commands were ob- 


ſerved with the ſtricteſt regulation in heart, 
and the moſt practical attention in life, there 
could be no poſſibility of the ſmalleſt variation 
from the law, in one ſingle precept, and would 
be a neceſſary performance of every command; 
ut while theſe duties are oppoſed, as, and be- 
cauſe commandedyby the law; yet, as they are 
enjoihed in the new teſtament, they are bind- 
ing and attended to by every child thereof. 
And, though the a& enjoined in both diſpen- 
_ ations be the ſame, yet the principle from, 
and the end to which they are commanded- 
and performed in both ſyſtems he different, as 


if the duties themſclves were different. For, 


as they are founded in the legal conſtitution of 
things, they muſt be performed with the pureſt 
affection, with the moſt unreſerved ſincerity, 
and with the utmoſt exertion of every mental 
and corporeal power, from a principle of ſe- 
curing and enjoying the divine favour. — 
Whereas the new teſtament enjoins the reſpec- 
tive duties of love to God and man, from the 


.— knowledge of the love of God, as a reconciled 


God in Chriſt; a character in which the law 


pPreſents no ſuch exhibition of him; and eſ- 


teems thoſe duties as rightly diſcharged from 


— that knowledge of him, and not as we find 
our feelings elevated or affected in the per- 
formance of them; or whether we do them 
with a ſuitable degree of aſſeclion, and free from 
| 5TH any 


dent, that the apoſtle, from the context where he 


grand characteriſtic, the diſtinguiſhed badge of 


' ofa practical kind ; - for where love is the 


| (7 ) 
any of our corrupt thoughts and imaginations, 
unallowably ariſing in- our mind in the diſ- 
charge of them. 

Perfectly analogous is the ſentiment of the 
apoſtle Paul to our divine Lord's and Savi- 
our's, in the other paſſage ſelected by Mr. T. 
for aſcertaining his view of retaining the law, 
as a rule.* The apoſtle ſays, love is the fulfilz 
ling of the law. T And here it is very evi- 


draws the concluſion, that love is the fulfil- 
ling of the law,” has not the leaſt intention of 
retaining the law in force, upon the conduct 
of a believer. - He wiſhes to inculcate a mutual | 
and reciprocal regard and love among the fol- 
lowers. of our Lord; and that love was the 


the profeſſors of the truth,. even as it was of 
ſuch vaſt extent in the diſpenſation of the law, 
as to include and envelope in itſelf the ful 
ment of the whole law. The apoſtle here m̃ean- 
ing, that as love was of ſuch momentous weight 
in the legal ſcale of things, that it was of no 
ſmaller concern in its proper place, in the new 
diſpenſation of the ſpirit : that as it compre- 
hended every duty of the law, it alſo com- 
prehended every-precept of the new teſtament,/ 


verning principle of the heart, it would n 
fail to manifeſt its s cheating influence. Hefice 


— 1 
3 — 


— 4 


* rags 5 11 Rom. xiii, 10. 


the 


» CT no 
” p . 4 - 
2 c — 00 
1 = — — 
— — — we 
2 


Re". 


w—_ * 9; - + 
N - - . 5 - 
— — a+ 3 S 
, —— 
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the apoſtle has not the leaſt idea in this paſ- 


ſage of being underſtood, that he deſigus the 
law as binding on the conduct of the believer, 


or that the believer, from a. goſpel-view of 


things, fulfils the law according to the com- 
mand and to the extent of it, Mr. T. is 
not awaie of the inconſiſtency in which he in- 
volves himſelf, by giving ſuch a view to the 
apoſtle's reaſoning as he withes to convey. In 


his remarks, p. 28, he. reprobates the idea that 


any man is capable of. fulfilling the law; yet 
the apoſtle peremptorily alfirms, that ** he that 
„ loveth another hath fulfilled the law! * 
Now if the apoſtle Paul meant this text in the 
light Mr. T. deſigns to maintain and hold it, 
how can he, on the other hand, lug the apoſtle 
in to defend and patroniſe a ſentiment which 
he himſelf diſavows? Ia the aforeſaid con- 
ſtruction, Paul, and his brother James, intro- 


duces the law on- other occaſions : © the ſormer 


in Gal. v. 14, and the latter in his epiſtle, ii. &. 

In as miſtaken a ſenſe Mr. T. underſtands 
the apoſtle,F when he quotes the old teſtament 
promiſe, that God would put his laws in the 
= „ mind of his children, and write them in their 

hearts. T As a proper preliminary for ſet- 
ling the Taind of God in this paſſage; it will 
be right previouſly to obſerve, that nothing is 


| more common than that many are led more by 


taeſound of words than the ſenſe of ans and 


* Rom. xiii, 8,—-þPag e 20.1 Heb. viii. 10. 
4 wilt 


„ 

which inevitably muſt be the ſource of num- 
berleſs fatal errors. Mr. IL. in his little piece, 
has unhappily more than once ſell into this 
predicament: in what inſtances, we {hall ob- 
ferve as they meet us in the courſe of our en- 
quiries of it; one is in the text, which preſents 
itſelf to be conſidered. Mr: T. meeting with 
the word “ laws,” a term uſed to expreſs the - 
decalogue, or ten commandments, interprets: 
it as bgnifying them. The phraſe law, is, in 
the divine-writings, no way a term peculiarly 
confined and limited to the legal ſyſtem of Mo- 
ſes; the apoſtle uſes it as applicable to both 
diſpenſations, when he obſerves, the law of 
„the ſpirit of life hath made me free from 
the law of fin and death.“! He in another 
place ſpeaks of the law of faith in oppoſition to 
the law of works. .. Theſe are ſufficient teſ- 
timonies, that the term, law, ſignifies a diſ- 
penſation, a ſyſtem or conſtitution of things, 
and is applied by the inſpired writers, to that 
gracious. one of the goſpel; and that it is 
in alluſion to this, the gpoſtle underſtands the 
ſubject of the divine promiſe, in this paſſage | 
conveyed by the expreſſion, ** laws,” is mani- 
ſeſt beyond a doubt; for it is very conceivable 
the apoſtle is treating of the new covenant, by 

which Jehovah would diſcover his mind to his 
people, and write it in indelible characters in 
their eee Hence is NE that 
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the lam of the. fairit-is contzary;cto;.the law af 
the ten commandments, and not as Mr. T. in- 


ſinuates, that there is no contrariety between 


them,“ When he ſays, Mr. Bradford ſeems 
eto be diſpleaſed with the written law of the 
* ten. commandments, as unworthy of a be- 
<« liever's notice, and as if it were e! io 
4 the law of the ſpirit,” 

Mr. T. further e the elves 
to be under the law, from another paſſage 
ef the new teſtament, .- when he propoſes the 
queſtion, was not he. a believer who ſaid, 
being not without law to God, but under 
the law to Chriſt?” Here Mr. F.'s miſ- 
take | ariſes from a miſapprehenſion of the 
apoſtles mind, a want of attention to the 
phraſe in the otiginal, tranſlated under the 
law,” and being led away by the ſound 


rather than the ſenſe of the ſorm of the expreſ- 


ſion. The apoſtle's meaning here, as elſewhere, 
muſt be gathered from the ſcope and context 


of the paſſage, a ſliglit view of whieh diſcovers 


to us, that he is here vindicating the chriſtian 


freedom, which the zoſpel privileged and ſup- 
Ported him to uſe; yet, notwithſtanding the 


enjoyment of this enlargement, he ſubmitted 
to many peculiar reſtraints, of a circumſtantial 
nature, to obtain acceſs and introduction a- 
mong the various claſſes of; Jew and Gentile, 
that ſome of each party may, if . pollible;, be 


* Page b. —f Corinth. iner. 2 
made 


Vf. 


made happy converts to the truth of God. 


When Paul fpeaks of his accomodating mode of 
conformity among the Gentiles, he diſtinguiſh- 
es them under a well-known epithet, as being 


without law, in contradiſtinction from the Jews, 
who were characteriſed, as being under the 


law; and left any one thould form an un- 
friendly repreſentation of the caſe of his time- 


1 accomodation, he explains himſelf in 


a parentheſis, by obſerving, that while he to- 
tally ſhook of thoſe long, habitual, jewiſh re- 
ſtraints, which had precluded all kind of con- 


nection between Jew and Gentile, he did not 


go unto undue lengths; that while he announ- 
ced his freedom, he did not conſider himſelf as 
unſhackled from every kind of reſtraint in his 
new ftate of enlargement; but: adds, while 
I became 2s one without law, I ſtill con- 
ſidered myſelf as being not without a law 
to God, but within A law to Chriſt,” which 
is the literal tranſlatien of the Greek; and 


which oug:tranflators have rather injudiciouſſy : 


tranſlated „ under the law.” In ſuch à view 
of the-apoſtle's mind, vhich is a juſt one, where 
is there the leaſt intimation that he conſidered 
himfelf as under the law of the ten command- 


ments? He, as every believer knows, was 


under ſome peculiar injunctions, agreeable to 


his new ſtate in Chriſt] and which he did nok 


fail duly to obſerve,” while he itidulged-him- 


ſelf that liberty of conduct keen = Gentiles 
for the end he aſſiguns. 


As 
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As unhappy . is Mr. T. in another portion 
of the writings of the apoſtle Paul, which he 
quotes in the form of an mterrogation, in the 
immediate ſucceeding ſentence to that which we 
laſt diſcuſſed.* Here he brings the apoſtle as 


allerting, net that he was only under the law, 


but going the utmoſt ſtretch man was to go, 


that he actually ſerved it, that he was a perſo- 


nal obſerver of it. Mr. T's words are, did 
© not the A delight in the law, and ſerve 
«© 71?” Mr. T. prints the verb ſerve,” and 
the pronoun it,“ in italics, wifhing, as we 
may ſuppoſe, peculiar ſtreſs to be made, and 
particular notice to be taken of the apoſtle's ex- 
preſſions, which we {hall readily do, and view 


them, we truſt, to do the apoſtle more juſtice 


and diſeover the truth more clearly than Mr. T. 
has. done. It is granted without diſpute the 
apoſtle confeſſes * he did ſerve the law of God.” 
But where and how? in and with his mind. 
And is this ſuch a ſervice as contents the law? 
will the law be ſatisfied. with a bare naked fer- 
vice of the mind? no, far otherwiſe. - It de- 
mands its requirements in kind, in action and 
in life, and leſs than that will not be accepted. 
Let a man ſerve the law with all the force, acti- 
vity and exertion of the mind. and ſuch a ſer- 


vice will avail him nothing. The law admits 


no ; compoſition of the will for the deed. 
og In the mind vas the utmoſt ſtretch of: obe⸗ 


* Page 9 Rom. v vii. . 36. 725 
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dience to the divine law ſo renowned'a charae- | 
ter as the apoſtle could arrive at, and which he 
* 


was convinced was fruitleſs and unavailing, 
he knew not how to perform that which was 
©* good;” that all proper and ſuitable obedi- 
ence to the law conſiſted, not in ſincere with- 
es, heart-felt delights to ſerve it, but in a 
tual performance of its duties:  Whenee it is 
clearly to be ſeen, that the apoſtle's ſervice" to 
the law, was only an unoperative exiſtence in 
the mind 

We cannot cloſe this ſection without taking 
notice of ſome other portions of holy writ made 
uſe of by Mr, T. which though they be not in- 


troduced by him in the body of his work, yet are” 


intended, no doubt, to ſerve his end by being 


hung out as mottos in the title- page of it. To 


which he hath annexed their authorities, as ſo 
many vouchers, which cannot be'difputed; and 
though we do not preſume to call them in queſ- 
tion, yet we muſt beg leave to difpute the view 
he intends by them, as being inconſiſtent with the 
original deſigu of them. Though Mr. T. paſſes 


no comment on them, yet the ſubject of his 
erformance ſerves as an explanatory conſtruc- 


tion of them, which they were intended to uſnier 
in, and which is to eſtabliſh the law, as bind- 
ing upon believers by way ofa rule of conduct. 
That which ſtands Wee in this claſs, is 
the ninth commandment, which is,. den | 
* ſhalt not bear falſe witneſs againſt thy neigh- 
« ** bour,” and which has the moral law annex-" 
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ed to it ſor its authority. The precept itſelf 
as far as it js practicable in the extent of it, no 
| believer in Jalan Chriſt, we; may venture to 
_ aſſert, ever called in queſtion ; yet it remains 
a truth equally as certain, no believer ever 
Practices it on the authority of the law, as knou- 


Ing in the light and extent of it by the law his 
ſubſtitute, Jeſus Chriſt, has fulfilled it for him, 
that he ſtands releaſed from all obedience to 
A the mandatory power of the divine law. 

or who has not in the ſenſe of the law broken 
this precept; every man unexcepted abides con- 
victed, as a tranſgreſſor of it ? For ſuch is the 
ſpiritual extent of this as of every other precept 
of the righteous law of heaven, that it brings 
A man into condemnation as a tranſgreſſor, for 
every tranſgreſſion only in thought, when the 
crime exiſted only in embryo, in the imagina- 
tion, and never once found a birth either in. 
word or in action: making no ſort of allow- 
ance for the tranſgreſſion even aſter that man- 
'ner, whether it was an allowed or unallou ed 
thought in the mind, whether it was harbour- 
ed and indulged with pleaſure and delight, or 
only ſome ſudden imagination ſtarted in the 
mind again the approved acceptation of the 
Wan: But without going to the utmoſt extre- 
mity of guilt by the law, who is the perſon, 
even in regard of the precept under conſidera- 
tion, who has not failed by ſome ſectet. ill- 
natured reflection, or ſome private or open 
ſlander on the principles or conduct of his 
"8 nrignbour? 


 Þ .4.-4 
neighbour? A more avowed inſtance of the 
breach of this precept cannot be more glaring, 
than in the conduct of the world towards the 
faithful advecates'of the truth, who profeſſedly 
have no objection to the name the religious and 
profane part of it with to faſten on them, which 
is that of Antinomians, a term which ſignifies 
againſt the law, for ſuch we avowedly declare 
ourſelves to be; but be it known, while fo much 
be granted, that we do not object ta the name 
of Antinomians, though it be held in ſuch 
contemptous diſdain by every profeſling reli- 
gious party; yet, we.mult beg to object to it 
in the ſlanderous view our enemies ſo freely be- 
ſtow it on us, as fignifying perſons holding 
principles of a libertine tendency, that pay no 
ſort of regard to our conduct and reſpective 
duties 1 in life. Is not this bearing falſe wit- 
« neſs' with a witneſs? It is a pity ſuch ad- 
vocates for the law were not better keepers of it, 
and not pleading for it, barely in theory, while 
their practice contradiats it. For even here, 
white we oppoſe this precept as binding us by 
the mandate of the law, we admit the practice 
of ij by the authority of another, who hath intro- 
duced it into his ſyſtem to a different end, and 
from a different principle than the law enjoins 
it, and only to ſuch an extent and degree as is 
practicable by human creatures. 

Another teſtimony Mr. T. appeals to in bis 
title-page, is the authority of our Lord-from a 


declaration made by him in what is vulgarly 
| D 2 called 


(356) . 1 


ealled our Saviour's diſcourſe on the mount. 

And I muſt freely own, I can but wonder at 
Mr. T. s diſingenuous manner of quoting bim. 
_ fince he appears ſo much hurt at his opponent's 


abuſe. of ſcripture by miſrepreſentation, that 
he | {hquld only give us a mutilated, partial 
0 ſtopping our Lord in the middle of his 


Jentence, which evidently leaves à latitude to 


draw a concluſion very different to what may 


be done from the perſect, unfangled declaration 


itſelf, as made by our Lord: Think not I 
am come to deſtroy the law,“ * is all Mr. T. 
quotes, and there abruptly leaves the paſſage. 
Now nothing i is clearer than what is Mr. T.'s 


view in exbibiting the text in ſuch a oats 


form. Conſidering the point he endeavours 
to eſtabliſh, the partial quotation by him of 


our Lord's declaration, leaves any to conclude 


that as he did not come to deſtroy the law, it 


was ſtill, as for him, in full force upon every 
child of man. But happy we can have recourſe 
from whence: the authority 1s taken, and as 
happy we are to find it there in a fuller form 
than which Mr. T. bas preſented it to our view, 
which he well knew, had he quoted the text 


jn its perfect ſtate, would have made more a- 


gainſt him than for him, which, as he bas given 
it us, bears ſomething in his favour. But to 
teſcue our Saviour's declaration from any unfair 


ene that way be Paced on it, from 
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the deſective quotation of it by Mt. T. wWe wil! ⁵ñ 
exhibit it at full length, with what manafeſtty 
appears to be our Lord's mind. The text runs 
thus: Think not that I am come to deſtroy 
the law or the prophets: I am not come to de- 
but to fulfil.““ Where he would have 
us think, that though he did not come to de- 
| ſtroy the law, that he left his followers to ful- 
fil it, by their own /perſonal obedience, ; but 
that he purpoſely. came to fulfil it perſonally, 
and not to deſtroy or annihilate the force a 
authority of its precepts, by a total neglect 
their performance. And ſince our Lord's de- 
ſign in fulfilling the law was nevef fruſtrated, 

but punctually accompliſhed ; that, as he came 

to fulfil it, he actually did fulfil it; the con- 
ſequence is concluſive, and the reaſoning juſt 
and admiſhble, that ſince he fulfilled the * 2 | 
the law is no longer in farce on the believer, 
being anſwered for him by his ſurety. That. 
it is the moral law our Lord here means, Mr. 
T. does not diſpute, from his manner of ad- | 
verting to it; and that it is ſo in fact the con- ' 
text abundantly evinces. a 

The laſt teſtimony of that treble 8 . 

which Mr. T. has produced, and which be 
imagines is incontrovertible, a threefold cord that 
cannot be broken; that by the mouth of three. 
ſuch reſpectable authorities, as the moral law. 
J bios Chriſt, andthe apoſtle Paul, every mad 


* . 


—— 
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the lawleſs.” —F-r Tim, i. 5, 11. 


F 
muſt be eſtabliſhed, advanced by Mr. T. and 
that to queſtion his arguments is to diſpute the 
matter ultimately with them, as what he hath 
ſet forth is only deducible from them; we de 
not call in doubt the premiſes on which be 
grounds his ſentiments, as they are originally 
in themſelves, but the mutilated form in which 
he cites them and dreſſes them up to ſuit his 
own views. And here Mr. T. is equally un- 
ſair in quoting this paſſage of the apoſtle, * as 
he was in that of his divine maſter; for he has 
only given us the middle part of a ſentence, 


And that not without the omiſſion of a very 


material elauſe in the body of it, well knowing, 
had he included the preceding verſe, which 


jerves as an introduction to that he has adopted 
for one of his mottos, it would have made point- 


blank againſt him, and held him forth in too 
glaring a light in the character he labours to ſuſ- 
tain, which is that of a teacher of the law, and 
ſentence of condemnation would be paſſed a- 


gainſt him as ſuch by the very voice of that 


perſon on whoſe authority he attempts to reſt 
the iſſue of his cauſe. But let us hear and at 
tend to what the apoſtle ſays in the paſſage 
before us ;F obſerving alſo what appears to be 
his obvious, unſtrained meaning there. Paul 


begins this epiſtle in cautioning Timothy to 


*The partial quotation of the apoſile by 
Mr. T. is thus: The law is made for 


guard 
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guard ſound doctrine, from which, he TART; 
him, ſome teachers had ſwerved: in what reſpect 
they had erred, he informs him; that it was, 
they. were deſirous to be teachers of the kaw, 
* not knowing,” obſerves he, ** what they faid, 
or whereof they athrmed.” But fays the 
apoſtle, while they manifeſt fuch groſs igno- 
rance of the true intent and office of the law, 
we know that the law is good, if a man uſe 
it lawfully :“ that is. as is evident the apoſtle's 
meaning, the law is good, if a man apply it 
properly or lawfully in juſtifying, the righte- 
ous, and condemning the wicked: For, adds 
he, the law was not made,“ or as the Greek 
literally expreſſed, means, does not lie againſt 
a righteous man” to condemn him, "Tot 
{© againſt the lawleſs,” and Sal characters 
which he particularly deſcribes. | S 
Wo have examined, I ere every {cri 
ture-voucher which Mr. T. had ſummoned, 
both in the title-page and body of his pamphlet 
in behalf of the law, in the ſenſe he pleads for 
it, and find, that neither of them, fairly con- 
ſidered, admits it in the view he wiſhes to im- 
poſe it on the divine authors, and: on us by 
their authority. N | 
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The Queries in þ. 16, confidered. as 4005 un- 
evangelical, and mn oppoſite to the 
een 

IOW far Mr. Bradford kan miſunderſtood 
and ſo miſrepreſented the queries as cited 
by bim from the baptiſt circular letter, 


is no way incumbent upon me to determine; 


but as they are propoſed by Mr. T. with his 
explanation, we can be at no loſs how they are 


to be underſtood, and are by all means worthy 


of notice, as being exceedingly inconſiſtent 


Gray the truth. 


The firſt query ſtands thus: Do we by 
the righteouſneſs of Chriſt perſonally honor 


God?“ That is, ſays Mr. T. ** can a believer 


honor God by the righteouſneſs of - Chriſt, 
when he pays no regard to the moral law as 
a rule of conduct? 

Here we obferve the query runs in that 
form that admits of a negative; and the nega- 


tive part of it, which is not expreſſed, | but to 


be underſtood, Mr. T. has ſupplied in his re- 
flection on it, which he has ſeat out in a ſimi- 
lar dreſs, in the negative form of a queſtion'; 
when he 'enquires,. can a believer honor 
God by the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, when he 
pays no regard to the moral law as a rule 
* of conduct.“ In Mr. T.'s view of things, 


r certainly means he cannot; and under- 


ſtands 


C4) : 
ſtands that every believer.muſt pay a regard to 
the moral law as a, rule of conduct, to honor 
God by the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, This is no 
forced or ſtrained conſtruction of Mr. T. s 
thoughts, but the obvious firſt-ſight meaning 
of them. But while this appeats to be ſo 
clearly Mr. T.'s view, it is alſo as clearly to be 
ſeen by all who have clear and unmuddied 
views of the goſpel, that it is not the view of 
that gracious diſpenſation, And it is alſo 
maintainable, that every believer. perſonally 
honors God by the righteouſneſs of Chriſt 
without any regard to the law. View the caſe 
as it ſtands on our opponent's ſide of the que- 
ſtion and it will evidently turn out againſt him. 
As the Deity is honored by a ſuitable regard 
to the moral law,.as far as our obedience ſalis 
Mort of its requiſitions, fo. far we diſhonor 
God. And now who is the perſon on à com- 
parative view of his conduct with that ſtandard 
of right, the law, that can maintain with any 
grace, that his. conſcience teſtifiesto him, that be 
has honored God by a ſuitable, proper obedi- 
ence thereto? Will not that divine monitor 
within accuſe him to the cotitrary, and how 
much he has diſhonored Jehovah by the nu- 
merous, aggravated moral defects of his con- 
duct to the holy and righteous law of heaven? 
If a believer cannot perſonally honor God by 
the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, without a perſonal 
obedience to the law, it evidently \implies, that 
God is not honoured ſolely by his believing 


the. 2 


(4 ) 
the righteouſneſs of Chriſt without the joint 
concurrence of his own perſonal obſervation of 
the law, which argues contenipt on the ſpot- 
leſs obedience of the Son of God, as being an 
inſufficient ground of diſplaying and promo- 
ting the divine honor. But we maintain, that 
every believer perſonally honors God by his 
faith in the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, without 


any advertency to the moral law to that end, 


by truſting'to it alone, as the righteouſneſs 


which is the only W of hope with his 


Maker. 
The ſecond query is not leſs unſound : 
1s thus formed : ** do we by that e io 


: (meaning of the Lord Jevue) experience the 


+ exalted pleaſures, which are only to be 
found in the practice of holineſs?“ that is, in 
Mr. T. 's comment, ** can a perſon without ho- 
lineſs experience joy and peace in believing?” 
Mr. T. has endeavoured to qualify. the query 
in queſtion by his commenting view of it, but 
has not mended the matter, fo as to give a 


ſcriptural idea of it. May we view it firſt in 


its native form, -and afterwards in Mr. 1. s ex- 
poſitory conſtiuction of it. Do we,” runs 
the query, ** by that righteouſneſs. of- Chriſt 
++ experience the exalted pleaſures, which are 
only to be found in the practice of holineſs?” 
what can this mean, but that the ſpotleſs obe- 
dience of our incarnate God cannot afford thoſ 
exalted pleaſures of the conſcience, and that 


the practice of holineſs is the only ſource from 


whence 


(* 43 ) 


whence: they ſpring? ſor the query intimates. 
they are only to be found there. Is not. this 
eſtabliſhing our perfonal obedience, - as the 
foundation of all true experience to the utter 
excluſion of the Redeemer's righteouſneſs for 
that noble purpoſe, and in flat contradiction, 
to the word of truth, which aſſures us that 
being juſtified by faith we have peace with 
© God ;'* That bleſſed is the man to whom 
« the Lord imputeth no fin?”+. And what is 
Mr. T.'s improvement of the query? it is only, 
this. The query itſelf totally. excludes the 
righteouſneſs of our Lord, as the ſpring of all 
experimental pleaſure in the mind and con- 
ſcience, and places it in the bands of the prac- 
tice of holineſs. Mr. T. inſinuates in his inter- 
rogative explanation of the query, when he 
propoſes, ** can a perſon without holineſs expe- 
++ rience joy and peace in believing,” that our 
own holineſs is a neceſſary requiſite to the en- 
joyment of joy and peace: that the divine righ- 
teouſneſs of Chriſt is inſufficient of itſelf to con- 


tribute thoſe. internal bleſſings, and needs the 
abſolute concurrence of our own righteouſ- 


neſs; that it is highly dangerous toderive peace 
and joy in believing without an intervening 


view of our own holineſs : whereas the apoſtle 
gives us to underſtand, . {+ that there is all joy 


and peace in believing, without the moſt 
diſtant hint of the neceſlity of our own, holi- 
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neſs united, by way of ſupplement, to give 


zeace and joy to the conſcience" of a finner be- 
lieving in the finiſhed falvation of the fon of 
TFT Lo 1 = 
The third query propoſes the following ſen- 
timent: ** doth the righteouſneſs of the Re- 


« deemer capacitate us for communion with 


“ God?” If that cannot, what can? We aſk 
in turn, will our own righteouſneſs anſwer that 


end. Thie very form of the query ſuppoſes 


our own obedience will capacitate us for divine 


communion, and that our Lord's will not. 


And if our own perſonal righteouſneſs can ac- 


compliſn our enjoyment of fellowſhip with 


God, the Redeemer's was very needleſſly per- 


formed, Neither does the turn Mr. T. at- 
tempts to put upon the query, unnatural and 


forced as it is, ſerve in the leaſt to give a ſcrip- 


tural complexion to it, when he ſays, is the 


„ man who deſpiſes the moral law as a rule 


of conduct, capacitated by the righteouſneſs. 
of Chrift for communion with God?“ By 


which is plainly underſtood, that none but they 


who keep the law are capacitated by the righte- 


ouſneſs of Chriſt for communion with God. 


And on this principle all are ever incapaci- 


tated for the divine privilege of communion 
with God, as deſpiſers of the moral law by 


being ever tranſgreſſors oF it. For every tranſ- 


greſſor of the law is a deſpiſer of it. The diſ- 
tinction which may here be pleaded between 
a wilful violation and an unintended diſobedi- 
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eace through the-weakneſs:of corrupt nature, 
| will mot ſerve turn; For the moral law knows 
no ſuch diſtinction. Ox ifi te on 
tak no man is capacitatod for divine -commu- 


nion, bat he who| ſtudies to the beſt of his 
d to the moral law. 
Por if a man 


for communion with the De- 


power to pay / a due regar 
this alſo is a falle e ef 
is not 
ity by the righiteonfneſs of his Redeemer, in- 
dependant- in every reſpect of his on, then 
his own is ſome vy or ether: neceſſary in the 
matter. And I will venture te ſay, that any 
common reader, en a view of the query, 
would never entertain che leaſt t of fuch 
a reſpect to the moral la being included in it, 


as Mr. T. wiſhes us to fuppole 'by 


in an inſtant coneeive, that the righteouſtieſs 
of the Redeemer is excluded in the moſt abſo- 
lute terms, as unable to- capacitate us for on- 
munion with God, and that ſomethi 


was the grand requifite to that important 
The fourth que the following lan- 
guage : is it by that, by the rightecufneſs 


of Chriſt; de teſtimony of a 
** conſcience, and a deli 


«© probation ' of Jehova g ae it is; 


though the query implies it is not. What 
good conſcience of an evil _ 
one than the righteouſneſs of the Redeemer ; - 


elſe can conſtitute a 


or by what catwe enjoy the knowledge of Je- 
how approbation _ WY 7 ad the com- 


means 


his com- 
mentary there is; but that ſuch a reader would 
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| ſenſe of the ap- R 


1 


menting gt which Mr. T. wiſhes to throy o 


the query, is ſuch that no reader could poſſi- 


bly-conceive was implied in it. Every query 


_ abſolutely denies the thing it, propoſes, and Mr. 
TJ. in his explanation only patches its meaning 


with ſome ſtrained interpretation, which was 


evident to no one but himſelf, or the ſecret 


views of the gentlemen in connection with him. 


Who could ever have thought that: the query 


implied ſuch an adea, which Mr. T. has put 
on it, and how much more agreeable to truth 
is it by the new dreſs, which he hath cloathed 
it in when he ſays; can a perſon who diſ- 


regards every command in the bible have the 


i teſtimony of a good conſcience, and a de- 
Mlightful ſenſe of his pleaſing God through the 


s righteouſneſs-of Chriſt?” Nothing is more 


obvious than what is intended in Mr. T.'s ex- 


poſition of the query, than that a perfor muſt 


regard every command in the bible to enjoy 


be teſtimony of a good conſcience, and the 
approbation of Jehovah through the righteouſ- 


neſs of Chriſt, which as obviouſſy ſignifies, that 
the righteouſneſs of Chr iſt iArmaply believed, and 
unconnected with any other requiſite, is inſuſ- 
ficient to enjoy the privileges of a good con- 


ſcience, and the approbation of the divine ef- 


teem 3 and that it is of dangerous tendency to 
derive them fromthat ſeuręe alone, without a 


cencurring view of fame other object; a ſenti- 


went greatly, derogatory,io-the.finjlhed righte- 


ouſnels of gur gloripus ſurety, which. makes of 
4 an 
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N | | 
an evil conſcience a good one, | ſimply by be- 
lieving, and which aſſures the ſinner of the di- 
vine approbat ion. But while we are combating 
the above erroneous view of things, may it be 
underſtood, that every believer regards every 
command of God to the end and intent for 
which the command is given; but to | 
the teſtimony of a good confcience and God's 
approbation, he regards no other command 
than that which corveys the medium of tlioſe 
bleſfings, which is the work of the crofs alone. 
Mr. I. further adds at the concluſion of his ex- 
poſition of this laſt query, that the ſenſe of 
the whole paragraph” ſeems to be no more 
than this, that the rigliteouſneſs of Chriſt, 

, im̃puted to believers for juſtification,” was 
never intended to e mpt them from fearing 
God, and keeping the commandment of a 

+ Gleffed?- Redeemer; out of love to him.“ 
Here Mr T. manifeſts a very muddy idea of 
the goſpel-plan. And we would aſk; does not 
every believer who has fled for refuge, as a ſin- 
ner, to the ſpotleſs righteouſneſs! of the Lord 
Jeſus, diſcover herein a fear of God, and keep 
the commandment of his Lord? Here is mani- 
feſted the only true fear of God. It. is well 
known, there may be great and awful fears 
of God, and of the divine majeſty in perſons. - 
who have not made that righteouſneſs their 
ſanctuary and hope, as guilty ſinners; and by 
not giving credit to the divine report concerning Wl 
it, as it is revealed to ſinners to be believed in T8 
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the view of the law, and from keeping 


do them. I think the queties are confdered 
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for, their dependence with God, they: . 
no real fear of God, becauſe they object to his 


| ne concerning his Son and wWhoever 


ieving this teſtimony on tbe authority of 
in his word, has the only true fear; of 
before his eyes, and keeps the command- 


S 


ment of a bleſſed Redeemer, which: is to believe 


in his name for everlaſting j life, to: ſuffer. {or 
his ſake; on earth, and te oe them which, are 
af the truth. for: the troth's-ſake dwelling in 


them. And while we advance theſe-refletions; 


we are warranted to ſay, that the righteouſneſs 
of Chriſt does exempt us from fearing, Ged. in 
the com- 
mandments enforced by that authority, which 


18 to. be apptebended ie the ſenſe Mr. P. 


holds theſe expreſſions, though he ſtyles them 


the commandment of a bleſſed:Redeemer. and 


Pleads his love, as the mgtive of obedience 


and ſenſe intended to 


in their true 


 beiconveyed: by them. and evidently! made to 
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11 5 1425 tion as allowed) in 5. I 7, and more | far leur, 
ly explained in p. 23, that 0 blig ation, 70 
ey the moral lau Juppoſes a capacity to be. | 
4 ee by a law,” examined, and the fallacy b 
of the argument contained in it, delected 2, 
: WU. | viel Wee + 5 | 
"HE poſition; which is 8 ſubject conſi- 
dered in the preſent. ſection, is then fol- 
vida which is cites from the circular letters, 
which fitſt gave riſe to the preſent diſpute,; 
We allow;” ſay the Aulceſter-miniſters in 
their letter, and which» Mr. I. further ſup- 
ports in his, remarks, -** that obligation to obey. 
the moral law, ſuppoſes a capagity of being 
governed by a law. This capacity man has, 

{© being a rational creature, and a free agent. 
there-is a very apparent fallacy in this argu- 
ment, which of courſe renders. all reaſoning 
from. it, as it ſtands, fallacious alſo. In it as 
evidently ' implied; this inference, that man 
has a capacity of being governed by the moral 
law, than which there cannot be a more pre- 
ſterous abſurdity. Mr. T. admits this in- 
ee zjuſt, when be affirms, law and goſpel; 
the whole ſeripture, aud all tolerable human 
laws iu the world, ſhew.thatpman. is capable 
f being governed by! a law. Our letter 
* ſays,” obſerves he, by a law,” indefinite- 
y; that is, by any law, then by the moral 


ES 


. y 
law, which is the beſt, being: perfect.. It 
is laid down here as a certain data, or a maxim 
to be granted as a given A ple, Mord od 
ar] obli gation to the mo Law. ſu Ne 
5 5 to' 12 1 8 a law? but Mee 
is A e cy in the argime 2 For, to 
pt the 1 ment ' CAR? "it ſhould 
8 en "worded, "that our” "Sligation " to 
1 . TOO moral law, ſuppoſes a capacit to be 
erned by the motal law,” or elſe _ 
the force of the argument? To ſay 
odlignion to'the moral law, ſuppoſes # 
to be governed by a law, is ſaying . 
the 7 ole, except i it be alſo underſtood, | 
we bave a capacity of being governed by the 
moral law. And yet, to connect our obliga - 
tion to the moral law, from a preſumption of 
a capacity to be governed: by a law, is flying 
from the point. It is true, man has A capa- 
city of being governed by a law; but this does 
not neceſſarily ſuppoſe ke Moth poſſeſs à capacity 
to be governed by the moral l To be go- 
verned by «law, is one thing 3 and to be go- 
verned by the moral law, is ahother. For the 
| 2 man has a capacity: ot the other, he has 
It is poſſible a man may be'governed- 
| ther law of his country, becauſe that law 
be framed ſuited to his -preſent- weakneſs and 
imbecility. It is poſſible for believers to be 
— es by tlie rules of the new teſtament for 
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their preſent conduct, being made capable of 
their performance. But thaugh theſe are poſ- 
fible cades, whereby we may be- governed; aides: of 
for- which. wWe have a 3 
ing to each roſpective caſe, yet this vl ol 
law to conclude e can be governed by t 

ral law, or that e have a capacity 
ned by it. The moral law is ton ſpirituaband 
extenſive a ſtandard of : obedience for our pre- 
fent capacity. When that law ,was firſt en- 
joined, 2 ſuitable capacity to be governed by 
it was alſo given us. There was a perfact con- 
formity 4 refer the rule ſet to perform, and 
the powers given to perform it. What was 
laid on us as no intolerable burden. Nothing 
was enacted beyond our | Zudt like the 
unreaſonable requiſitions of Pa mahi which 
demanded the uſual quantity of tile from the 
Iktaelites, when they were to furniſh them- 

felves with combuſtible ingredients to burn 

them, as when thoſe cke were ready pro 
vided to' their hands. 5 Þ 

Here it may be ſaid, has the Ae of 
Mount Sinai loſt its power: of :cdmmanding, 
becauſe man has loſt his power of being go⸗ 
verned by it? No, not on that arconnt is it 
that the authority of the law has cgaſed- Nei- 
ther was it new modelled becauſe man hai loſt 
his power of performing it, adapting itſelf to 
human weakneſs. The Ee ratliained on Gul 
force; unchangeable-as its divine author, not- 
ai the eee change in man, 
rendering 


— 


tobe goverr 


rendering 


its force? The perfect 


n To 
him (incapacitated: to be governed 
by it. What then has laid aſide the moral 
law ? not the creature's inca pacity of obeying 
it; not becauſe man has loſt his original power 
to keep it. As to theſe circumſtances, the law 
abides in a its unabated rigour: what then 
has diſannulled its authority, and annihilated 
ormance of it in the 
life and death of our ſinleſs ſurety; or, as the 
feriptures ſay, © Chriſt is the end of the law.. 
But probably it will be thought Mr. T. and 


the joint authors of the circular letter, alluded 


to the original conſtitution of things, when 
they allow, ** that our obligation to the moral 


law, ſuppoſes a capacity in man to be go- 
werned by a law.” It is evident this cannot 


be their meaning; for they ſay, + =o aro 
is 


man has” (not be once had) capaci- 
ty: where they declare, man has now this 
capacity of being governed by the moral law. 
But certainly, to ſay he has à capacity of being 
governed by à law, gives a new turn to the 
thought, but a very unnatural one to the ar- 
gument. For though it may be concluded, 
that a man may have a capacity, power, or 
ability to be governed by 6ne law, yet this 
does not pręſume be may neceſfarily be gover- 
ned by another; the authoritative requiſites of 
which, exceeding his natural faculties: as a 
man may * the . ar of walking. which 
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* ern * 17151 27 
mr; t om. 1. 46. eig fully; 
n . | does 


"0s 58 5 2 
does net ſuppoſe. him Nane endowed, with the 1 
fc Capacity; of, lying, "of $44 SR reite e f 
Neither is the teme juſt obe, banda | 
N nat ame e id Le makes“ to ; 
countenance the inferencs;q tiab man has a 2! | 
pacity of being governed by the moral laws by | 
converting: the article a, into the nndefitite 
naun n when he obſerves: . aur letter ſays, 
by ala indeßnitelys that is, amyllawg then 
* by; the. moral law. whach is the beſt, being 
4, perfect. Hexe he canſidett the article 
and the noun indefinite any, as coert ihne of © 
—— imous expreſſions, which they are far 
. he article a implies nothing of 
an indefinite pature, but the reverſe. It de- 
notes ſome certain,” ſ bot hear itn g br object: and 
here being applied to, ee muſt dep 
note ſome certain particular, law and that is 
ſuch a was nian can e. governed and 
not 'any law indefinitely. lt is true, if man 
has a capacity of being governed by any law 
he has one of being: governed by the mot 
laws but here he has hohe< the noum indefi nite 
any, includes tin *unlirfiited idea # but the ar- 
ticle a, a confined one; Mr. T. was aware; 
that the form of expreſſion, às it food in the 
baptiſt circular letter: would hat juſtify” the 
conclaſion- intended; that man has à capapity of 
being governed by? the moral law, and” for 
which reaſon; alters the mode of it te #' more 
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wo . there inſinuates that it is, beſtowed 


EE | 


apt one, by changing the article 4, into the 


indefinite noun any, which would eountenante, ; 


to be ſure, the inference deſigned, that man 
bas a capacity of being governed by the moral 
law, upon a principle he has a capacity of being 


governed by any law, if the thing was true in 


itſelf, that he has ſuch a capacity; but man 
has no ſuch capacity: and the more perfect the 


law, the leſs capable he is of government by it. 
And as the moral law is the beſt and moſt per- 


fect of the kind, the: ops . is le e to 
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4 the Lord.. Muſt all works bring che belier⸗ 
der under the law? are there any goſpel- 
works? who have more encouragement to 
work from a right motive, according to the 
divine ule, to a proper end, than believers? 
++ does the reward make the whole a covenant of 
works ? Theſe · queſtions, was not any one 

taught of God to know otherways, would evi- 
denthy convey ſuch: a thought to any who con- 
ceit themſelves believers, tliat the heavenly res 


ward is conferred on them in conſideration of 


what is called their goſpel- works, that they 
are to expect this reward, as the prevaſling mo- 
tive of encouragement to work, and that the 
more they do, the more they ſhall be rewarded. 
Such a connection of works and rewards evi- 
dently carries with it the idea of a ſalvation by 
works, and ſavours of rank y. All works 
of whatever kind, wroüglit in expectation of 
a reward conferred on a performance of them, 
brings every one that thus performs them, ſtyle 
bimſelf by whatever character, under the las 
in its covenant- form. The reward makes the 
whole a dovenant of works, when it is viewed 
and expected by way of conſideration for work 
done. The change — alteration in the term, 
calling the —— goſpel - works, make no 
change and alteration. in the thing itſe}f. | For 
whatever works art 'wrought+in a view of a 
reward for the fame,” may truly be terined 
law, and not- goſpel-works: And whatever 
ne be e the very idea of — 
N wor 


9 vnd dagree of them. This argument no ways 
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6 lost in iche ittempt dl deck 


iogja reward for them. Fon ks ruft 
performed ſrom no ſuchiprinciple and to no ſuch 
end : and tocterm them galprl- works is u groſs 
deceit: they be ing legal warkscraftilyxouched 
and ineluded under the tame and title 1 

peb works, When they no more deſerve the 
name than works of debauckery can be called 
works of morality. Here is evidentiy irmtend- 
ed, that legal ſentiment; ſo much work, ſo 
muchi wages,” that the reward is increa ſed pro- 
portionably to the number and: quantity, degree 
and mealore:of works, hich nat the 
mind af the. juſticiary: with ſelf-confi- 
dence:and of courſe muſt diſtreſs the conſcience 
ef: ſuch: who Ie; the defect and ſcantineſe of 
their onm perfe ces. But in oppoſtiom to 
this reuſdning. t may i be ſaid. that the reward 
iconſitiered as an affair af ſovereign grace, ob- 
tained by-another,:eyen Toſas Chill and/only 


_ gratuitoully beſtowed: on them, who are found 
in works of faith, according to the meaſure 


5 "thei matter of thoſe w may advance it 
fon the dend intended, nor in the tes 
the mode ſof reaſoning, as above laid down. 
For what if the reward be not obtained byibur 
dum perſonal obedienge, but by the finiſhed 
performance of another, yet if we are only in- 
tereſted in it by dur works of any kind, works 
ef che goſpel/ or works of the law, works of the 
dane er works of liſe, works of nature; or x 
** Wer 3 


— 


2 1 


works of grace, it is a reward of works. And 
the apoſtle lays it down as an invaried rule, 


that to him that worketh” any how or any * 


works, the reward is not ed of grace, 


but of debt. The prize, in any mn” 


letic amuſements, is not firſt obtained q an 


previous ſtruggles in the candidates, to be 


tended for, but is already provided by anot 
and is given to be * for and attain 
by him who wins it according to the rules pre- 
ſcribed. And who will not ſay, that ſuch a 
one did not obtain it by his on exertions? 

But ſince Mr. T. has given us ſuch an un- 
iamptural idea of the goſpel-reward, may we 
attempt to ſet forth the nature of it in a proper 
light, and on what it is founded, and how ex- 
pected by every one who underſtands the truth 
of God, It is acknowledged, the reward of 
believers is mentioned through the bible; but 
in the light exhibited and 7 — for by Mr. 
T. it is more properly the reward of workers 
than believers; and as it is the reward of be- 
lievers, they look for it by what they believe, 
and not by what they do, and in this way it 
meets them evidently as a reward of 


The reward of believers was the purchaſe of the | 


| Redeemer's work: as obtained by him, it is a 


reward of works; as enjoyed and expected by 
them, it is a reward of mere grace. Ter 


found their claim to it, and form their ex 
tations. ** it, on the free promiſs of a faithful 
N 1 F | God; 
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God, in conſideration of the work of the vols; 
and are erfuaded on divine e that 


oh aiich their rent 

obtain y he one, or for- 
dee View the reward 
alto er dnesnne dd t "the 


cir own works; The p 


aud end of ſuffering arid action with them, is 


working from life, and not for life: that when 
they work, or falfet, no fach idea enters their 
mind that the heavenly reward awaits them 
in confideration of their works or ſufferings, 
knowing that the eternal rewatd abides them in 
confequerice of the finiſhed work and poignant 


ſufferings of the fin-atoning Son of God. They 


are not © biaffed by a legal ſpirit to hope that 
their works (calf them works of grace and faith) 


füture reward; for they never end the hope 
6f that reward with their works, but with the 
work of bim who lived and died to obtain it 
for chem. TI 0%. 4 WS UH” LED 11 
Nothing ald more eser, Mr. T. s ions: 
rance of a proper view of the goſpeEreward; 

2 of the palſages of ſcrip- 
ture referred to by him to ſupport it. The 
apes are as follow: Every an dn re- 


s ceive his own” reward according to his own 


T labour. FF ny man's work abide, he. ſhalt 


5 receive 4 reward, f any: mas Work be 
; * yo | 
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„ burnt}. he hall ſaffer loſs. One would 
believe that the ſmalleſt attention to the context 
vould give us an underſtanding, that the re- 
ward here mentioned has not the mo diſtant | 
allnhon to our reward in heaven, It is very * 
conceivably clear, that the work and reward 
here ſpoken of by the apoſtle are cowexts be- 
gotten by miniſters of ts truth. For if theyß 
be not underſtood by thoſe phraſes, no coll» - 
liſtent ſenſe can be given of the a poſtle's mean- 
ing: and it is owing to ſuch a 8 
of them that commentators have impoſed on us 
rheir erroneous interpretation of the verſes in 
queſtion. That the ſcriptuzes allo. ſupport us 
im ſuch a conception, as abevg hinted, of the 
pbraſes-in; diſpute, i undeniable. :; Th apoſtle 
ſtyles the church of: Corinth. his work, in 
the Lord. The apoſtle John cautions 
the church to be oh its guard: . ſet of 
deceivers gone; aut into the world, ;,a0d far; this 
reaſon the apoſtle-obſerves, he adminiſters the 
cautionary hint. that we (che apoſtles) loſe 
not thoſe things, which we have wroug ht, but 
«+ that we receive a full reward.;;'Here' Ras 
very plain what this apaſtle means by res 
ceiving a full reward,“ that it was preferving 
that complement of diſciples to the — per- 


fect and entire, as it Bo ſtood. and as be- 


gotten by: his miniſiey Whence it is alſo m ma- 


0 1. Cor. iii. B, 14. 6 Cor. in. 1. 
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iiſeſt the apoſtle Paul is of a fimilar meaning in 
the paſſages under our view: and that his whole 
mind appears briefly to be this: that let any 
man build on the goſpel-foundation, Jeſus 
Chriſt, whomſoever in the world, however 
eſteemed or however contemptible, his work, 
his convert, thall be made mani, whether 
he be of the truth or not by being tried; if his 
"convert prove faithful, he will be a reward of 
his miniſtry; if he prove unfaithful, the mi- 
niſter, let him be who he will, will ſuffer the loſs 
of ſuch a convert, he will be one leſs among the 
ſeals of his miniſtry, and his labour towards 
him will be only labour loſt. This is all the 
loſs fuch a miniſter will ſuffer in this caſe; but 
notwithſtanding the loſs of ſuch a pretended 
Proſelyte, he himſelf ſhall be ſaved: yet 
ſo as by fire: that he muſt expect to be tri- 
_ ed equally as his work or his diſciple ;'that he 
muſt have no cauſe to hope ſhunning that trial, 
by which every man's faith, miniſter's and 
people's, muſt be put to the teſt. This expo- 


a fition, it is truſted,” clears up the view of the 


apoſtle in theſe texts, and ' reſcues them from 
_ the falſe gloſſes of Mr. T. and the miſtaken 
idea of our future reward, which he endeavours 
te e ate ane | JSOULSIGRT 6.3 CEN 
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SECTION. VIII. 
T he inconſiſtency of the conduct of thoſe who hold 
the law as a rule of government, expoſed, in 
obſerving the firſt day of the week as the infli- 
tuted day of divine worſhip, contrary to die 


commandment, which enjoins the ſeventh, 2 75 
approved by Mr. T. p. 30. 


OTHING more diſcovers the groſs in- 
conſiſtency of thoſe who are advocates 
for the law as a rule of conduct, than the al- 
lowed and continued breach of one of its com- 
mands, which is the obſervation of the firſt 
day of the week for religious purpoſes, inſtead 
of 485 ſeventh, which was the day of divine 
appointment by the law for that uſe. Mr. 
Bradford properly hints at the impropriety, 
which Mr. T. paſſes over very flightly, as a 
matter very unimportant; but I think it de- 
ſerves ſame notice, as it ſerves to expoſe the 
duplicity of conduct in thoſe who plead for the 
law as a rule of directory; and fo ſtupidly. in- 
congruous is the conduct of the general profeſ- 
ſing party of Chriſtians in this kingdom in this, 
reſpe&, that in their common form of prayer, 
part of which the decalogue compounds, that 
at the concluſion of the rehearſal of the fourth 
commandment by the miniſter, the whole con- 
gregation join in one folemn petition, be- 
by ſeeching the Lord to incline their hearts to, 
| F z & keep 
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6 62 ) 1 
keep the ſeventh day holy,” as he had com- 
manded, while they, in open violation of that 


command, are obferving the firſt day of the 


week, for the purpole the ſeventh. was ordained 
by divine. authority, to the total neglect of the 
ſeventh for any ſuch end. More —— mock- 
ety could not be introduced in any religious 
m; and yet it continues on without any 
ban. e alteration with univerſal approba- 
tion. ere it may be obſerved, that there is 
only a chang e of "The day, which is a circum- 
ſtance very Gataterial while the obſervation, 
of a day is duly attended to, anſwering all the 


ends' ahd purpoſes for which the ſeverith day 


of the week was inſtituted ; and that the ſub- 
ſſtution of the firſt day of the week for 
the . ſeventh, for religious obſervation, is 


- more Aa ;reeable to the new diſpenfation of 
the gelpel, in commemoration, of the re- 
ſurrection of the glorious author of it. The 


laſt claufe of the ſentence is allowed to be 
juſt; but what authority was there for ſuch - 
an innovation in this reſpect * ? We have 
no ſanion from God for ſuch a change of the 
day, in contradiſtinction from the reſt of the de- 
calogue. And it is an allowed maxim, that no 


authority has any power to repeal or alter any 


law than the Jaw-givers themſelves. But it 
may be ſaid, as the ſpirit of the day is pre- 
ſerved, it is not ſo requifite what day is ob- 
ſerved: To this we muſt beg to enter our pro- 
teſt : for if the divine law is held as a rule, 

why 


( 6; ) 


why not this part of it equally as any otller, 


ſince the day.itſelf, as well as the religions ob- 


ſervation of it was of ſacred inſtitution ?! And 


for any one to take the liberty of introducing 
any alteration in any part of the law 6f God, 
upon 2 ſuppoſed view of rendering the part al- 
tered as bearing ſome alluſion to'fome'event in 


the new teſtament, may on that footing be juſ- 


tified in altering or changing any other part of 
the divine law to anſwer in ptetence fome ima- 
ginary good end. For even fixing the ſeventh 
day tor religious uſes, was as ſacred a branch 
of the law, as much as atiy other command” of 
it; and that any one ſhould ſubſtitute an 

other day in its rootn, without a ſanction from 
heaven, is a bold attempt. Though this circum⸗- 
ſtance may have no immediate ill inſtuence on 
our conduct, yet it is acting in ofapoſition to 
God, who had thought fit to inſtitute the 
ſeventh day of the week for a holy. purpoſe, itt 


eontradiſtinction from any other day. This is 


ſuch a mode of conduct, totally irtecoficileable 


on the principle of our o Honents, that cannot. 


be maintained with any © _ree of propriety by 
them pleading for the law as a rule, to break it, 
in open violation of its authority, in an inſtance 
where they have no grounds for the alteratioh 
made by them, and which, ſince they make 
the law the line of their conduct, is as forcibly 
binding on them. as any other. precept, an- 
from which we are not free, except we hold 
as believers in - Chriſt, we are free from all 
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obligation to obedience, from the authoritative 


command of the law in general. We know of 
no repeal of this part of the ten commands, 


as ſeparate from the reſt of the decalogue ; but 


as the whole law is abrogated and ſet aſide by 


thegoſpel, in every ſhape of it, this alſo goes 


with every other precept of it: or elfe here is 


a. repeal in one point, and in no other, and 


- that without any allowable authority. If the 
law is the rule of life and conduct, why ſhall 


not this branch make a part of it? why is not 


the ſeventh day obſerved according to the com- 
mandment? what authority for the ſubſtitution 


of anotker day, while the law is held in force, 
as a rule? The ſeventh muſt be the day ob- 
ſerved by thoſe that adopt the law for that pur- 
poſe, or elle they are only pleading i in words 
for what they allowably approve, to deny in 
practice. It is beyond diſpute, that the ſeventh 
day muſt be the day of holy obſervation, or 
the point of the law, as a rule of conduct muſt 
be given up, to ſupport only a face of conſi ſ- 
tency in the appearance of things. And it is 
recommended to the advocates for the law as a 
directory of life, ſince ſuch a liberty is taken to 
alter the day, to alter the letter of the com- 


mandment, and let the injun&ion run, re- 


member the firſt day of the week to keep it 
{© holy.“ Such an alteration would ſupport 
them a little in a conſiſtent appearance, and 
not manifeſt ſuch. a glaring inſtance of impro- 
priety in 15 aſſembly of ſome profeſſing Chriſ- 

tians, 


— 


f 41 890 
tians, praying to God to incline their hearts 
to keep the ſeventh day holy, when they are 
profeſſedly keeping the firſt, and ſtill un- 
interruptedly continue keeping it, againſt 
an inclination of God upon their hearts 
to. keep the day of his appointment. While 
the letter of the commandment is oppoſite 
to their practice. ſuch incongruity of worſhip 
muſt remain. The Roman Catholics took that 
liberty with the law, by omitting the ſecond 
commandment, which prohibits: the practice 
of worthipping God, under any viſible repre- 
ſentation in defence of a conſiſtency” of their 
conduct; but ſuch an innovation, perhaps, 
in the letter of the' fourth commandment, as 
propoſed,” would-be hardly admiſſiole, without 
creating much oppoſition and elamour; and yet 
there is. as much authority to do it, as there is 
for a departure from the ſeventh day to the 
firſt for divine worſhip, according to'the b 
ciples of all who urge the law as our rt 
conduct. Such an abſurdity of conduct in 
any temporal inſtance. would be laughed out. 
of the world; but it ſeems not. only in this 
point, but in many more of a religious kind, 
nothing 1 is too e to be fwallowed downs: | 
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6217 105 tions ſuggefted and. e in b. 3 
45, to the, enjoyment and pet ſonal 75 ir 
our ſalvation, e as eee and 


unſound. 1 TP 14 


MON the! errors appitent in \ Me. T's 's 
| remarks, the following in the four! fuc- 
ceeding ſentences are notorioufly- pernicious. 
To come to reſt and peace by any evidence, 
without obedience to the word of ol God., and 
ſanctification, is fatal preſuniption. be ho- 
ly ſpirit doth never evidence the juſtification 
of an unholy, diſobedient deſpiſer of the mo: 
+ ral law. Perfons ouglit to look into them- 
„ felves for à new heart, true faith; &c. and be 
taught to do fo.” Having theſe, they una- 
voidably look unto Chriſt preached to then), 
as directed in the goſpel: but being deſtitute 
of theſe; they do not look to Chriſt Taving- 

ly and evangelically, whatever their delufi- 
or ons may be.“ Nothing can be more falfe aud 
unſcriptural than the mode here recommended 
to obtain reſt and peace, and aſcerta in our per- 
ſonal intereſt in the ſalvation of the goſpel. 
The evidences propoted by Mr. T. to come at 
reſt and peace are obedience to the word of 
God, and what he improperly calls ſanctifica- 
tion; and he affirms, that our juſtification is 
only evidenced by an holy obedience to the mo- 


ral 
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a law. By theſe evidences, hid Mr, T. 


terms obedienc to the werd of Gad and our 


fanctification, he evidently means ag; inherent 


e an holy obedience to the moral 


law, That this is Mr. T,'s meaning of obedience 
to the word of Gad, and of ; QuUT- ſanctifiation, | 
is clear from his common uſe of the terms to 
convey the ſame ſentiment. And he aſſerts 
_ come at peace and' reſt and an aſſurance of 
juſtification with God otherways than 

4 5 the medi of ſuch evidences, is ſa- 
tal preſump tion. A ſentiment we oppoſe A8 
repugnant to the goſpel. Ia ſubſtitute any evi 
in the room of the divine evidence of 


the word of God, as the grounds or the medium 


_ of attaining. peace and reſt in our conſciences. 
or of the perſonal knowledge: of our acceptance 
with Ged. is precarious, groundleſs and un- 
ſcriptural. Such an attempt tries to ſet aſide 
the evidence of the ſpirit of God, which is the 
written teſtimony, deſtroys the very nature of 
the-goſpe], which proclaims ſalvation to guilty 
ſinners, and ultimately terminates in a ſalvation 
by works. To come to the enjoyment. of reſt 
and peace and the perſonal aſſurance. of ſalvation - 
by any evidences whatever than that, from 
which thoſe bleſſings ought to be derived, is 
drawing them from a falſe and deluſive ſource, 
and therefore muſt: be a falſe peace and 

deceitful reſt,” ' Though it may be pretendedly 
allowed; that the finiſhed work 6f the <roſs-be 
N ly true and real fountain of N and 


Joy - 


rr 


that what evidences bis, ſalvation to him, 


(6) 


joy, of juſtification and life; yet if any other 
evidences of whatever kind are previouſly to be 
viewed in the heart or life of any perſon before 
he can aſſure himſelf of a certainty of his on 


ſalvation, the inference is concluſive and juſt, 


is the real ſource from + wherice his peace 
and reſt and joy iſſue. Though the righteouſ- 


neſs of Chriſt is ſeemingly granted to be the 


cauſe of a ſinner's juſtification,» and by which 
he is ſandtified; yet if any preliminary, inter- 
vening righteouſneſs of our own, any ſup- 


ed inward operations or workings of ihe | 


ſpirit, any pleaſing ſymptoms or tobens about 
our own heart are to be ſought for in order to 
aſcertain our intereſt in that perſect righteouſ- 
neſs of God's eternal Son, it comes to the ſame 
end and is altogether tantamount, as if we 
were required to work out a righteouſneſs of our 
own, as the ground-work of our dependence 
upon God. Since it is pleaded a righteoufneſs 
muſt be wrought in us and by us for the know- 
ledge or enjoynient of our Redeemer's righteouſ- 
neſs, what is this but working for his work ? 
Here the ſoul is ſet upon all that ſelf-righteous 
labour and exerciſe, as if it was to work out a 

righteouſneſs of its own for its perſona] accep- 


tance with the Deity, to certify the underſtand- 
ing or the [conſcience of a participation of the 


ſpotleſs righteouſneſs of the Lord Jeſus. For 
whatever evidences to us, peace, hope and joy. 


that mark or token be it what it will, is in real- 


ity 
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where thele- Met are Get 
righteonſriefsv! 
partiealir en} 


eantidt H 
meint till We cl = 
edufiiefs*fr*oti 50 Thy 1 *A 
and undenftab(e, 558 dg 415 Joy.of fon” 
ſcience do not How? E ame nedit ate * 
channieÞ6f*the yightearfrief;” EY * 5 
through the inte dt Fe of our © 7. 
inbetent ör ektefna Abit of ee 5 
Herner if dur fightegufnefs at abed enge cy. 
u and pro ves bur clatth' to, or our en- 
yitietit' of the teste bt" eſus Ch 2 5 

penn Obedience or riglite zuſng 8 is mani. to 
feſt] har Which afford us oY a nd < comfort 1 Mr _ 
his. 80 that we! (an Experictice doe in k. his, 
till welſee ou? own, b truth ! 1s that which 
gives us hope atid peace, and not his. For as be- 
ſore aſſerted ona Eprineiple, whatever: are 
the eyidences'gf" eace and reſt, "they are, in 
the courſe f f things, the real fountain Fe, 
they 60s y 

'{ ſcheme faily*overturts. the off el. 

b A 1. to. In the 7 
the goſpel; as exhibited, by che dev out part of 
the world, it appears folely intended and cal-, 
culated; not for finmers, but ſelf-righteous: * 5 
who if things are properly attended to, have 
no need of it 9 del en become — 


ſed of à bentain habit of gracious qualities, 

heavenly diſpoſitions, holy tempers, a fancti- 

ned * an inherent work of righteouſneſs, 
G 


2. 


| 17 70 them br 4. divine- "econ, mite 1 
out 5 e hs 


all ſuch Nees mins alley, Tattainments?: 
w_ becomes of the goſpel, of Jeſus Chriſt to 
If any particular diftinguilhed wars 5 
= 7 are to be diſcernible in us prior 
to the perſonal knowledge. of our ſalvation, it 
is a real fact, that ſalvation does not reach us 
in the ca pacity of ſinners, , or we meet it in that 
cn but as ſome holy, heavenly-minded: 
Ba as Obedient obſervers of the moral law. 
his is effectually ſetting aſide the ofpel-ſal- p 
vation to a guilty world, and eſtabliſhing it in 
preference to ſinners, as the excluſive property 
of the better diſpoſed claſs of mankind, in op- 
poſition to the evident declaration of our Lord. 
Who afferted, ** he came not to call the righ- 
teous, but ſinners to repentance,”*: What 
a contraſt to this declaration of our Lord, are 
the following propoſitions of Mr. T ?.** Perſons 
«+. ought, to look into themſelves for a new 
heart, true faith, &c. and be taught to do ſo. 
= Having theſe, they unavoidably. look to 
"m Chriſt, preached unto 258 as . in 


* 
_ —— | II 


, N N * ' Math. ix. 23. S 
g 66 +4 "FT 


a D _ Do a K 
SE, —— 


r 


p 
h 
| 
| 
K 


1643390 aſia; Kg e 11 * n bee 
— the 'gofpel | but being deſtitute of theſe; 


= they do not look to Chriſt ſavingly and 8 


wy evangelically, whatever their deluſions may 

de.“ Hexe are roundly aſſerted, and warmly 
f rerommended. ſome of the moſt extraordinary 
pieces of inſtrüction. which are radically 


wrong, and occaſion us to Rumble at the 
threſhold of our ſalvation. One cannot alfo 


conceive a, greater heap of crudities jum- 
bled” together; that perſons. are to be taught 
viouſly to look for a new heart, true ft, 
Nc. to conſider Chriſt preached to them; that 
poſſeſſed of theſe requiſite qualifications, they 
are to view him as directed in the goſpel to 
them. The goſpel contains no ſuch direftory, 


but *maintaiftis It 4 faithful” ſaying, and 


* worthy of all acceptation,, that Chriſt Jeſus 
rey came into the world to fave finners,” where 


he is evidently ſet forth as the unqualified hope \ 


of the'guilty, Ueſtitute of all thoſe prerequiſites 
ſuppoſed 4000 aſſerted by Mr. T. as neceſſary 


to be ſought far in the foul, to look at Chriſt. 
Mr. T. thought, proper to inſtance only two 


of thofe pe -aliar quahties requiſite to be ob- 


tained tb Tok at Chriſt! 'favingly and evangeli-: 


cally, which are, a new heart, and true faith. 
How many mote gracious ſigns, and which. 


loo 


cetera, we ard at à loſs 2 know, ſince they 
are not mentioned. It would have been only 

proper to ſignify them, ſince ſome diſtreſſed. 
: 2 unenlightened 


the 25 be, that we mut be endved with to 
at Chriſt, Which he'.iticludes in his et 


edn — 
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are 
ing Ak. him for falvation. 
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unenlightened a hp: maybe anxiouſly 


a defirous 
of Frans by BY other marks they be diſ- 
look 


ed, to 
riſt ; and while they are kept! in ignoxance 
Aden ö will be alwaf 1 und a kind 


of Hon 1 id Fear - whether they 


favingly and evangelically 


tefſed with ns ty requiſite evidence to be 


in His mind, "that, it_was too, tedious 
” However long 25 the. catalogue 


Tray, be, there "Was 2 real neceſſit oF amention- 


Aung hem, for the "FatisfaQion of thoſe whom 


+» withed it ſhould! Honcern, ag ſuch perſons 
Mut rity be ever under FI deep concern. for 
their:falyation,” who ate to aſcertain it by cer- 
Frick diſcri 71 5 "tokens, '1 which are totally 
- us out of tt 1 The gnly two, inſtanced 
Mr. T. 7 1 nem heart and ti true faith. 4 
mw more abſurd” 7755 be could not 1 hit 
upon. If a wan is poſſeſled of / new beart to 
traſt in Jefus.Chrift, he does not truſt in him 
Atera e as a inner, but as one imagining 
himſelf qualified for that end. If be has a new 
heart, — rr to his knowledge of truſting 
Chriſt, he has that property which fits him for, 
the divine regard, 70 5 his truſt in Chriſt is an act 
of ſuperfluit he other prerequiſite inſiſted 
on Wick 4 Chriſt, which 5 NN faith, is, if 
poſſible, more abſi urd. Iftrue faithis attained ber 
- tore we lock to \Chyiſt, x. copleghently; are true 
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believers. previous ta believing n him. A 


greater abſurdity in divine things could not be 


broached. A true faith is not diſtinguiſhable 


by ſome. 2 manner in believing, "how 


our mind and affeckions may be impreſſed in 
coming to the knowledge of a certain truth, 
but in believing that which is true; aridif the 
truth can be believed before we look at Chfiſt. 
we have true faith” Previous to believing i in him. 
W ereas the ſcriptures ſtyle him emitfently id 
«the truth; "wherefore to believe in Rim 
15 1 1 „e truth, And hence it may be 
aire; true Flith 2 man can have evi 
Jong zünde Fon or * at Chriſt, wheh 


his belidying in 
other w 9 55 all * ith centers in him, 


the. 5 70 70 che'ftutfi to be believed. Suck 
e {6 Harker! 7 Mr. T. are ſaid by | 


im  navoidably to" Sok zmto Chriſt preach 


t them 1 in the goſpel. A falſer 
not be ſpoken by Mr. T. 5 4 


aſſertion cou 
a. falſer conleluſion cannot be made by the 


ſons themſelves that adopt it for true, than 7 
he ſhould: ſay,” or that they ſhould infer, that 
the 'goſpel bears A particular aſpect to chem in 
diſtinction from. the! reſt of mankind, becauſe 
they ate endued with ſuch happy {tokens of 
diſcrimination. The goſpel wears no 0 
culiar direction, as ho ede to ns 


ſo circumſtanced. It views all upon one 54 


mon level, without any difference, 'as inter; 


(x. 3 | for. 


true faith, ot in 
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help doing. otherwiſe; that 


a deluſtwę one, not Yeung it as 
conjunction with the reſt 
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38 for F are none righteous, no not one, * 


is the infallible humiliating voice of revelation. 


That any. gracious ſouls, inhexiting thoſe dif- 
reacing marks an 1 10 ſhould ** una- 


5 


+ oidably look to Chriſt,” 3mplies they canhot 
e fancied polleſ- 


on of. that diſtinguiſhed difference, mecha- 


ically moves them, as it were, to look to Jeſus 
- Chriſt, and they may venture, as well diſpoſed 


people, to do ſo without. fear of 3 incürfing the 
danger of fatal pre ſumption, of officious inter- 
meddling. It is not Wen. but ſuch. high 
flown conceits mays as ſatan's deluſion, | Influ- 
ence them to think: ſo of themſelves ; but that 

they are ſo directed Ha , Tap been ſuf- 


ficiently proved to hors 0 nd, what- 
ever ſuch nay Hen K halen 1 In „ and 
| looking to Jeſus Chriſt they manife y do not 
truſt in his finiſhed "redemption, : as Gnners, 


: and not truſting in it y that. felt motti ing 


character, their truſt in truth is not ſimply in 
that, but in ſome: connected form with, their 
own righteouſneſs, and ſo their ee is 
ners, 
their FR i ae 
tures, on the foundation, which 8 bath laid 


in Zion. Tbis is that which diſtinguiſhes the 
"oh faith of God's elect, from the falſe. 5155 of the 
_ *xeligious, world; for there is not à profeſſing 

Party of Chriſtians, but i in ſome thape or farm. | 


— 2 
* Rom: iii. 10. 


introduce 


<. 


ti 4 
introduce Chriſt as the ground of hope ; ſince 


they bear his name, it is requiſite he ſhould 


hold ſome place in their religious ſyſtem: forme 
maintain that he is their Saviour conditional ; 
that is, when they have performed the 

tlotis on their part, they may with ſafety e 
their eternal | concerns in his hands; others 
who ſcout that term, conditionally, conclude 
they may fayingly view him their depende ence, | 
when they can behold ſome*pleafing ſigns or 
objects in themſelves, or that ſome previous 
work, in 2 tedious painful oceſs of conviction 
of ſin, hath raſſed u upon their heart, which is 
falſely called and imagined o 'dE 2 work of 

ace. | 

Whatever ſeeming Ae al pft 


12 2 H. 


theſe two ſyſtems of men. for they are not 2 


God, they both meet in one common center 
reſpecting our dependence on our Maker, each 
holding ſomething to truſt eſus Chriſt; and 
ſo deny the goſpel-method of king to him a 
ſinners, not truſting and depending on the 
evidence of God, non the intervention of 
their own righteouſneſs, which you may call 
conditions or evidences, it being 1mmaterial, 
as it is ſubſtituted.in ſuch à form, to cut ff x 
ſinner, as ſuch, in his ſins, to Cult the Al- 


8 wg Saviour of ſuch.. * 


Here perhaps it may be . by; ine 
evidence is a believer to Know that he is & be- 
liever, or that Jeſas Chriſt is his real hope? 


What evidence? why the ev idence by which 
he. 
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( 76 ) 
he, as A linner, was called to believe in him, 
which i is the faithful teſtimony of God. which 
is an evidence more infallibly certain, than 
thoſe mentioned by Mr. T. for that purpoſe, 
When that teſtimony is believed, it becomes an 
evidence in the mind or conſeience of him who 
believes it, as it did, and does ſtill remain ſo 
on divine record. F or a believer, I mean one 
that .can be properly called ſo from what he 
believes, wants and ſeeks for no additional cer- 
tifying. tokens of his faith, than the evidence 
on which he believes any divine truth, When 
his mind is convinced with the certainty of the 
evidence of the truth he is called to believe, 
he is perfectly ſatisfied in the matter, and reſts 
content. That a man, for inſtance, has no- 
thing more to do in knowing his hope real for 
ſuturity, than enquiring whether his hope, as 
it ſubſiſts in his own mind and view, be ſuch 
as God requires it to be according to his re- 
vealed word : if it correſponds thereto, he 
wants and waits for no other evidence to aſſure 
him of the reality of bis hope; that on which 
he builds it is ſufficient for him, and he ex- 
Fader the effects, that there i is all; Joy and 
ace in believing.” _ 

N t may be further faid, that there is no teſ- 
timony or evidence in the word of God, that 
any. man on that authority can believe, that 
Chrift died for him; and that no falſehood 
can be converted into a truth by believing it. 
* laſt clauſe. is readily; allowed to be a truth, 

59 
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as being on "Girl fight : ſelf-evident axiom. 
Believing a he &nnot conſtitute it. 4. truth. 


Such is not Faith! but fancy; 'Or rather, a be- 


lief of a falſehood: But we cannot leave the 
former part of the othheckibn pals in the ame 
_—_— to bel denied,” without conniving 
5 rejection of a truth of God. For nothing 
is more certain, than that ſuch a teſtimony 
exiſts in che divine word, that any man on that 
authority alone, may believe that Chriſt died- 
ſor him: and if ſuch a” teſtimony or report 
may be made to appear in the ſacred records 
of truth, it cati be nb fallehbod, which is be- 
lieved, it is not converied into a truth by be- 
lieving it, but it was a truth in the word of 
God previous to believing it, and only becomes, 
a/truth likewife in-the yo Fad of him who be- 
lieves it by believing it: and the fame truth fe- 
mains ſutch in the {ctipth res of God, whether 
believed or tiot, though it is no ruth f in any 
one's mind or conſcience but he that” believes 
it; for it muſt exiſt there as à truth before it 
can be believed by y any one as. ſuch. Now, that | 
fuch a hes ſtands. upon. record in We 
goſpel, that Chriſt came to ſave any man,. 
is what is incumbent upon us to prove. 
Let the following teſtimony ſuffice to reſt the 
authority of the ſentiment under confideration 
on. The apoſtle Paul aſſerts and 2 
the declaration with a preliminary . ade 
of its trath; „ that it is a faithful f faying, "0h 
* and wonhy” 1 al acceptation, that Chin 
$6 Jeſus 


. 3 

200 Jeſus, * came into the — I . ſin- 
*ners.* On the authority of- this gene- 
ral declaration, that Chriſt Jeſus came into 
the world to fave finners,” any individual 
inner has the divine wanant, for his ſecu- 
rity, without ſear, of , incurring, the danger of 
fatal preſumption, to believe that Chriſt came 
to ſave him a ſinner. No man does believe 
the above cited declaration of ſcripture, a8 
it there ſtands, without believing he came 


to ſuppoſe, that in generals any of the ſpecies 


believes that general declaration, that Chriſt 
Jeſus came into the world to ſave ſinners, he 
muſt, on the ſame unerring evidence, believe 
he came to fave. him. We would have it obſer- 
ved, that the object of faith is not made that any 
particular man may be called upon to believe 
that Chriſt died or came to ſave him in parti- 
cular ; to aſſert this poſition would be wrong 
and unwarrantable, becauſe. there is no ſuch 
teſtimony addreſſed to him i in particular to be 
believed: and it woreover implies, that ſome 
are excluded, when he, is only. particularly ad- 
dreſſed. But this we maintain, that every one 
may be called to believe in Chriſt, for his own 
perfonal falvation, on the grounds of the gene- 


. one believes his on particular Bg. 


! 5 FT ng Tr 
. 1 Tim. i. 13. 
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th 


to fave him. For it is a Hrſt-rate- abſurdity 


is excluded. For which reaſon, if any one 


ral declaration, of ſalvation for ſinners; and 


4 


by believing that general c declaration. It is not 
ſaid; that he muſt believe that general decla- 
ratipn of the apoſtle, that Chriſt Jeſus came 
into the world to ſave finners,” previous to 


believing his own particular falvation; that he 
muſt firſt believe in general of others, before 


he believes in particular of hiraſelf. But we 


would be underſtood, that every one who be- 
lieves the declaration of the apoſtle, which is 
of univerſal aſpect. that our Lord came to ſave 
ſinners,” muſt, on the ſame preciſe evidence, 
which is the direct teſtiony of God, believe 
he came to ſave him among them. For if he 
doubts: or diſbelieves his © own perſonal ſal- 
vation there alluded to, and the declaration 
not pointing to him, which bears a direction 
to ſinners of every kind, without one diſcrimi- 
nating mark of difference, whatever he may af- 
firm, that he has no doubt reſpecting the de- 
claration in its general view, that Chriſt came td 
ſave ſinners, while he has any doubts ref pe- 
ing it in a perſonal application, that he came 
to ſave him, his words are but unmeaning ex- 5 


1 


preſſionz : For on the ſame: grounds he believes 


the ſalvation: of ſinners, ori the ſame warrant . 


of ſinners: the idea cannot be ſeparated; where 
terms are general. particulars are included: on 
which principle, nothing is clearer than that 
he who believes the apoſtle's declaration, that 
Chriſt Jeſus came into the world to ſave ſin- * 
bs nen,! ty mu WORE include His own per- 
8 Fad x12: 76 oY ot - 


c 


he would believe his own, if he did believe that | 


{pe 


As 605 ) 

+ AT 12klad VG 
fora 77 jvatian; 150 12 75 came. to te be.. 
cauſe n ie a e to ſaye finner$;1cand he being 
one., 80 hen any, ong, helig wb ha- teſti⸗- 
molly, chat Chriſt cams to ſave Ennegd he: 
mu leve. e eee bidde being 
of that, claſs and deſciption he ame to avec. 
If an inyitation to ſome entertainment was to- 
run in geyeral lb s gohfining the addreſs to- 
the inha tants, of ſuch, a _— would not all 

ö the inhal. 2 rightly conſider themſelves in- 
as ee the invitation Would not each 
vidua ſee himſelf included and meant in 
the roeal Ayle of the invitation? And give 
me Agave to add, would not any one clear 
percęlpe, fach a oue did not credit the gebe- 
ral pürport of the invitation, if, he, as an in- 
hab 9 of Abe place to Mbich the iuvitatien 
was made, began to raiſe ſcruples reſpecting 
eke elf?. A moxe familiar, or appoſite illuſtra- 
tion e he.exbibited, of, the general hgh 
nefs, gf 9 5 [pel-iupitstion to ſinners. And 
it is « e me direct N in ba. 0 
wor Ae ch conxeys the free giſt of Chriſt to 
9 that every, 'one. knows, who believes 
aright., 12 755 perſonal acceptance with God, 
a rn e to aſſure him. 
of the fame, than th at which, aſſures him of 
it, which! is the infallible evidence ofthe divine). 
word, which teſtifies, . ** that. Chriſt Jeſus came 
iiſto the world to fave. finners,” which be- 
comes an evidence in his. Wee that. cannot 


be ſhaken, "F believing it; for in believing he 
came 
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came to fave ſinners, he believes he came to 
ſave him, as being a ſinner, as any one 
would viſibly ſee himſelf invited to an enter- 
tainment, which was of a general view. And 
as the goſpel bears this general aſpect to ſinners, 
all being ſuch, there is no neceſlity of particu- 
larizing any one by any other diſtinguiſhed cha- 
racer, than there would be in a general invita- 
tion to an entertainment where all are included, 
to mention any one perſonally or by name. A 
particular addreſs in the one caſe, as in the other, 
would be ſuperfluous. Nay, an addreſs made 
to any one individual in particular, on either 
of the occaſions, would entirely deſtroy the ge- 
neral tenor of the call or invitation, and would 
naturally ſuggeſt a king of ſuſpicious reaſoning - 
in the mind of ſome who were only confine 
in the 025 of the general addreſs, that if 
** ſuch an one was particularly called and invi- 
ted, why might not I have been? why was 
not that honor and reſpect ſhewed me? ſuch 
an exception appears, like a ſecret flight and 
++ diſregard of me, and fince ſugh an one received 
** a particular addreſs, who no better deſerved 
it than myſelf, being altogether in ſimilar cix- 
„ cumſtances; the general invitation looks much 
like unmeaning parade.” Therefore the goſ- 
prtalle ingen being of that fee, ee 
_ deſignation, bars every murmuring complaint of 
that ſort, If an exceptive caſe is made, jt is by 
ſome invented, partial conſtruction upon the 
declaration. The word of God makes - none. 
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LMS ©: 
Though © ſome 1 may obſerve, that they be fin- 


ners Store eculiar walified . 


are intended in the declaration, ſach as | 
duly coivinted of and mortifying "fin, Diab 
perfe@ Hatred and Heart-felt FR JPG Uf it, 


Who are broughtto a fincere repentance and re- 


nünciation of it, Who view it in its real, un- 
diſguiſed, 6djous colours, and who are wrought 
upon to ſubmit to the goſpel- a Ring 
much from a hegen puniſh ent of fin, as 
to be purified from ii ic ers Allo ate 
excluding themſelves from nee view of 
the benefit of the declaration by objecting that it 
bears no direQion to them,” by Teaſon they are 
ſinners of an enormous degree and bf long. ſtand- 


ing, are grommn old in fit, have committed fins of 
the worſt kind. The divine declatation oppoſes 


each of theſe views of it. It neither includes in 


tit any qualified ſintiers, or excludes by it any un- 


qualited ones, but com pies the general claſs of 
ſirmers, mankind indefinitely, as ſuch. The 
word of heaven draws no line of diſtinction 'be- 


| Tween one inner and angther, but Tays it down 


28 à faithful truth atid worthy ot all men to be re- 


deived, that Chriſt Jeſus 7: fa to fave ſinners,” 
ane eq ually as another 


without düſtinction, with- 
out Hence en. Therefore for atly, to inſiſt 


ey he ſome wh, qualified finners,” are here 


intended 4 4s the Eivoutite objeds of fafvition, 


is: contracting. VA ver ae | reſtraint, 
t 8 eneral 1 ea pf the de eclatationr' or te imony 
20d, ha W as inconcluſive reaſonſug from 

it,” 
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it, as that any, on the other hand, ſhould con- 


clude, they are truly unqualified, and come 
not within the de uch, eek they are ſin- 


ners of ſuch, an uncommon dye and degree, ei- 
thet by the number, atrociouſneſs, or long 
continuance of their ſins. To. embarraſs this 
or any of the golpel teſtimonies of this nature 


with ſame confined . Nen 


„ „ 


8 Chriſt as F 3 to realy: as Airedicd 3 in 


the goſpel ; that to come to peace and reſt ; 
es by any evidence, without, inherent. holineſs 
or obedience to the moral law, is fatal pre- 
„ ſamption :”. that on the contrary, it hath, 


been made to appear, in oppoſition, to theſe 


ſentiments, that God doth evidence the juſti- 


fication of a. man, as a ſinner, that peace, and 


reſt, and hope of ſalvation 'reign in the conſci- 


ence of ſuch in believing the diyine teſtimony, 


and that no one need; look for any inherent. 


qualities to view Chriſt preached to him in 
the goſpel; or that it is directed to e 
.. doch n of 4 N 
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ll SECTION. X. : 2 2 10 
The - aſſertion, ** that the law, conſidered as a 
ruie of conduct, has no curſes,” proved to 
be il founded, and @ groſs inconſiſlency. 
HAT the law, conſidered as a rule of con- 
1 duct, has no curſes, is an unſupported 
and groundleſs aſſertion, will be made evident, 
from the following conſiderations. When the 
divine Law-giver promulgated and founded his 
law, he annexed the ſanctions of reward and 
puniſhment thereto, which is the unvaried mode 
in the formation and'eftabhſhment of all law- 
ſyſtems—a''reward attending obedience, and 
puniſhment the conſequence of an oppoſite 
conduct. So was the divine law ſounded. 
This perhaps may be agreed to, and readily 
granted; but an objection will probably be. 
made, by viewing the law in another appear- 
ance. * In its covenant-form, it may be allowed 
to retain its ſanctions ſacred and irviolable, 
but as a rule of liſe, it has no penalties or re- 
wards annexed to it. This diſtinction of tbe 
Jaw of God in two different forms, has been 
ſufficiently expoſed and confuted in the firſt 
ſection. And we fee here the wretched ſhift 
the ingenious ſchemes of men are reduced to 
in ſplitting a difference in the formulary mode 
of the ſacred law of heaven, to diveſt it of its 
ſanQjans. ,. If any ſyſfem terminates in rank 
antinomianiſm, (as it is underſtood) it is this, 
5 ö and 


CG 


which opens à wide door to all thoſe ill conſe- 
quences ſo much dreaded and ap 8 by 


the view in which we hold the divine law, as 


totally abrogated by the goſpel, as to every be- 
hever'in Jeſus Chriſt-. Here is taking ſuch a 
liberty with the law, which the almighty Autiior 


and Founder of it, could not, conſiſtent with 
his divine perfeRions, have done, which is. to 

ſeparate one of its ſanctions from it; and in 
this human: invented form of the w. as: a rule” 


of conduct, ſeparate from its-covenant-ſorm,' a 


_ ſeparation of its other ſanction is implied; and 
ſo the holy law of God is ſtripped of its divine 
appendages, when it is aſſerted, that the law, 


merely conſidered as à rule of conduct, has 
neither rewards or curſes. Who dares to ſepa- 
rate the inviolable ſanctions from the divine 
law, which all attempt to do who aſſert, it has 
10, penal authority annexed to it in ſome: par- 
ticular form of it? And who can preſume to 
convert it into any ſuch form, where no penalty 


is connected with it? Here is r N the 
dibine law after à witneſs indeed!“ Was any 


one to affix ſuch an idea to an human law, 
and act acrordingly, i in a violation of its autho- 


rity, would ſoon be made to feel whether there 
was no penal ſanction attended the tranſgreſſion 


of any of thoſe laws, while he was a ſubje& of 
that authority? Will God be more lenient 
than many from 2 greater inattention to the 


honor and ſacredneſs of his law? Beſides, 
what you of 2 law is chat which a: 62 
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any ſauctions ? It isa. mere y-thing, 
| wich ma be obſerved. or - broke. Eels 
"Te 0 ber treated with lawleſs contempt. 
Per he it has no ꝓenalty annexed toit, there 
is nothing to fear or to dread from the violati- 
ons of its commands: far the ſentiment is, if 
the law is broken, it has no curſe to; inllict. 
though under obligation to- obſerve it. But 
little regard will be paid, where - this, ſenti- 
ment is received, to the; preceptive authority 
ol che law, hile it is diveſted uf its penal ſanc: 
tion, and ſince our corrupt nature runs 
ter to the holy precepts ge wg divine Nandard, 
It is alſo, immaterial, as it is inſufficient to an- 
ſwer the ends of any legal govemment, how 
poſitive and ſtrict any law may be, which is 
guarded by no penalty to inflict on the tranſ- 
greſſor. The reſult muſt be anarchy and con- 
fuſion. And they are ſuch ſentiments as theſe of 
the divine law; that naturally lead to what is com- 
monly underſtood by antinomianiſm, which is, 
libertiniſi of conduct and licentioùſneſs of man- 
ners. For what has a more natural tendency. to 
that end, than to allow the preceptive authority. 
of the law, to make it the rule of conduct, and 
wherever there be a failure in any one or more 
inſtances, there is no curſe to be inflicted? This 
is pretty doctrine, and what could not be ex- 
pected from any who pretend to ſet up, them- 
ſelves as the guardians of the intereſts of holi - 
neſs. And whatever ſuch- may imagine, While 
they np to regulate their conduct hy that 
1 | dine 


am 
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divine code, and fail in a perfect c com Maite, 
With its requirements, will certainly find. them- 
ſelves under the curſe, that tlie law has its wer AY 
in as equal and undiminiſhed power, | as/its ob- 
51 77% »Whatſoever the law ſays, it 1 
to them that are under the law. And it 
' fays to them that ate under it, ** curſed is he 
that continueth not in all things that are writ- 
ten in the book of the law to do them.“ T 
They that put theniſelves under the authority - / 13 3 
of the law to obey its precepts,” muſt obey tie 
whole of them, or they inevitably fall under its 
malediction. They cannot ſeparate the curſe 
from the law. If the law is itted to influ- 
ence the conduct, and the obedience be not an- 
ſwerable thereto, the damnatory power thereof 
will not fail to execute its ſentence with force | 
and rigour. To ſay that Chriſt has redeemed 1} 
them from the cutle « of the law, and that ſo it 
happens, the law has no curſes,” they — 
removed by his ſubſtitution, is ſaying Rong, : 
while the mandatory obligation of the law, is 
allowed on the life and conduct. For while the 
obligation of the law is admitted in force to com- 
mand. the counterpart, the curſe of the law muſt 
be admitted i in force to condemn. From both ; 
' which authorities of the Jaw our Lord hath de- 
livered us, as we maintain, and we hope, with 
ſatisfaction, and who bath furniſhed us in his 
word with new motives. and other Ire 
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bad the law to Mlluence our conduct on earth, 
.. preſcribing alfa rules therein for the fame. And 
-fince he and his apoſtles hath dong this, what ne- 
. cellity of flying and bavingirecotifle to the law to 
bind our conduct and deportment, a law which 
1 h have not and cannot keep, which neither we 
or our fathers were ever able to bear... 
Every thing of a perſonal nature was: ſtudi- 
10ully zwoided in the preceding refletiong, and 
the truth of God the only object in view to be 
-defended; which in his handsſhall not faikto pre- 
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